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OUR REGENT’S QUADRANT COMPETITION. 


HEN we originally con- 
templated promoting a 
competition for designs 
for the completion of 
4 the Regent’s Quadrant 
a facade, we confess that whatever our 
hopes may have been we hardly ventured 
' to anticipate so wide a response to our 
Invitation. That 138 designs have been 
Submitted is naturally, therefore, a 
_ Source of gratification, as it seems to show 
that our effort to interest the profession 
_ In the solution of a most difficult problem 
_ has not failed of its purpose. 
_. This problem of the architectural 
_ treatment of the shop front in harmony 
with modern requirements is one of the 
first importance, yet it is, we think, too 
often shirked, and as far as possible 
evaded by those who are called upon to 
deal with it. Instead of accepting the 
Practical conditions and requirements 
with enthusiasm, and from them draw- 


rg 
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. 
Bes inspiration for characteristic and 


expressive designs, as did the architects of 
all the great periods of the past, modern 
designers are too apt to look upon them 
as restrictions which, conflicting with 
their preconceived ideas and with the 
architectural conventions of the moment, 
tend to paralyse their efforts. 

Unaer our present code of building laws, 
and with our present building methods, 
any such logical solution of the treatment 
of shop facades as was foreshadowed by 
Viollet-le-duc, and -has since to some 
extent been realised here and there on 
the Continent, is for the time impossible, 
but even under our present conditions 
there is much to be done, if only the 
subject can be approached sympa- 
thetically. 

At the root of the whole matter, no 
doubt, lies the question of town planning 
—the proper location of buildings, such 
as shops, which need a special architec- 
tural treatment. If all buildings were 
placed in accordance with their relative 


importance in the life of the community, 
half the difficulties would disappear. 
In this particular case the town-f ieee 
may well take the view that, although 
drapers’ shops are necessary to the 
community, they are not of such out- 
standing importance as to demand the 
angle site at the junction of the two most 
important West-end thoroughfares in 
London dominating an important open 
lace containing such semi-public build- 
ings as a theatre and a music-hall. 

He might think that the relative 
importance of the shop would be suffi- 
ciently expressed and its practical 
necessities sufficiently provided for by 
a frontage in some less dominating 
position. : 

This angle seems to ¢all for a feature 
of some strength, and if the whole district 
were replanned it would probably be 
reserved for a public building, or at any 
rate for one of a character which natur- 
ally demanded. sufficient ‘solidity of 
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treatment. To place here a _ building 
which naturally demands a glass base 
would seem, from this point of view, to 
be deliberately looking for trouble, and 
we are inclined to the opinion that in a 
well-organised town such a problem as 
here confronts us would never be allowed 
to arise. We are aware that every trade 
in London would like to occupy such 
a site, but it is difficult to imagine a 


town-planner allocating it to one more . 


than to another. 

We suppose it is generally recognised 
by most architects that in a shopping 
street the shops should predominate and 
give the characteristic note, and that the 
buildings above them should be kept 
quiet in treatment to serve as back- 
ground or foil to the rich and varied 
display in the shops, and to the colour, 
life, and movement, and human interest 
in the street itself. Here the points of 
view of both architect and retail trader 
seem to coincide, or at least to present no 
absolute contradiction, and on some such 
general principle there should.-be no 
special difficulty in creating a facade 
which should be satisfactory to both 
parties, as long as no attempt was made 
to erect it in a position where its 
characteristic treatment would be out of 
place in the general scheme of the city. 

Had this been all that was required 


here, there would have been no need for 


our competition, as the only special 
difficulty would be the treatment of the 
finish to Piccadilly-circus. The special 
problem that excited our interest was 
the possibility of creating a characteristic 
shopping facade in harmony with one 
which is not generally considered 
characteristic. 

Our readers may remember that in 
announcing our intentions we asked for 
‘an architectural design that, while 
accepting the present facade as a fait 
accompli, shall continue it in such a 
fashion as may not be open to the 
destructive criticism that has been 
levelled at Mr.. Norman Shaw’s design,” 
while the terms of the competition stated 
that it was “for designs suggesting a 
facade in harmony with the Piccadilly 
Hotel, but giving more consideration to 
the requirements of the retail trader.” 

This, then, was the problem, and it is 
for the assessors to say how far any of the 
designs submitted afford a reasonable 
solution. 

Nothing is more interesting than to 
notice the different ways in which the 
terms of the competition have been 
interpreted. The designs range from 
those which continue the treatment and 
features of the Piccadilly Hotel, with a 
consideration for the retail trader which 
is well-nigh infinitesimal, to those which 
practically ignore the hotel and proceed 
as if it were not in existence, aiming at 
a harmony of general effect. Broadly 
speaking, perhaps, it might be said that 
al those who have made a genuine 
attempt to solve the particular problem 
involved may be divided into two classes 
which appear to have approached the 
problem ve opposite directions. On 
the one hand are those who start with the 
hotel and endeavour to carry on the 
same style and character so far as con- 
sideration for the retail traders will 
permit, and on the other hand those who 
start to design a suitable shop facade 
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for Regent-street, making such con- 
cessions as they felt necessary to bring 
it into harmony with the hotel. 

As the majority of the competitors 
might perhaps be expected to consider 
any exact reproduction of the style of 
the present building to be a restriction 
which fettered the free expression of 
ideas, it is not altogether to be wondered 
at that, generally speaking, the more 
interesting of the designs are those in 
which the author has allowed himself as 
free a hand as possible, and has trusted 
to obtaining a general harmony by other 
means than the literal retention of the 
style and features of the hotel. 

From the retail traders’ point of view 
we ‘understand that the objectionable 
features of the present design are the 
ground-floor arches with their deep 
reveals, the great depth of the entabla- 
ture, the heavy cornice, and the loss of 
space and light involved in the recessed 
frontage on the upper floors. In dealing 
with such features many nice questions 
must have arisen capable of being looked 
at from many different points of view. 
How far the traders should be expected 
to make concessions to the general appear- 
ance of the street, or how far such features 
can be altered while preserving a reason- 
able degree of harmony with the present 
facade, are questions which each com- 
petitor has answered for himself. 

In fact, this competition appears to 
have been a most useful exercise in the 
art of adjusting conflicting interests 
under circumstances somewhat different 
to those which usually obtain in the 
daily routine of an architect’s practice— 
an exercise in artistic judgment rather 
than invention. We feel confident also 
that it will not be without its effect in 
bringing home to those who have not 
hitherto given much consideration to the 
matter that every street should be treated 
in accordance with its character, and that 
guiding principles can be evolved which 
are applicable in every particular case. 

We offer our heartiest congratulations 
to the winners, and our thanks to the 
assessors, and to all those who have 
contributed to the success of what we 
believe will prove a most useful com- 
petition. We hope next week to illustrate 
some of the selected designs, and to make 
further reference to the exhibition now 
on view in the gallery which the Archi- 
tectural Association have kindly placed 
at our disposal. Our indebtedness to 
the Association is further increased by 
their courtesy in allowing the drawings 
to remain on exhibition till 6 p.m. on 
Wednesday, 10th inst. 


—_--_+-—- > ~e -——_ 
THE INCORPORATED CHURCH BUILDING SOCIETY. 


The Secretary of the Incorporated Church 
Building Society, 7, Dean’s-yard, Westminster, 
has received a bank-note for 1,000/. from an 
anonymous contributor. 


NOTABLE LONDON HOUSES FOR SALE. 


Some notable London houses have just been 
placed in the market. The category comprises 
No. 14, Melbury-road, Kensington, built for the 
late Colin Hunter, A.R.A., after designs by 
J. J. Stevenson ; Lowther Lodge, Kensington 
Gore, by Mr. R. Norman Shaw, R.A., for the 
late Hon. William Lowther ; Nos. 125 and 125, 
Mount-street, Grosvenor-square, by W. H. 
Powell, F.R.1.B.A.; J. M. Whistler’s home, No. 
74, Cheyne-walk, Chelsea, by E. W. Godwin, 
F.S.A.: and Dudley House, Park-lane, the 
residence of William, Lord Ward, first Earl of 
Dudley, which his son, the Hon. John Ward. 
has purchased from Sir J. B. Robinson. 
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FIRST CAUSES. 


a\T is well sometimes, not “ op 
4} occasion’”’ but on no occasion 
at all, and even in the press of 
practical actuality, to draw 4 
little aside and wonder what, after all, we 
are doing in this matter of architecture 
besides, with more or less success, gaining 
our livelihood thereby. The danger of 
becoming too enamoured of contempla- 
tion, of abstract inquiry, as well as of the 
inhibitive tendencies of its too anxious 
prosecution and partial results, is not one 
which unduly besets us as a race, 
although it undoubtedly exists. What 
success we have, in a world of doubt and 
experiment, is to a great extent due to 
our instructive avoidance of these perils; 
and what failure and meagreness of 
achievement we must confess to as 
artists and, to be particular, as archi- 
tects must be ascribed in a determining 
measure to that self-same characteristic 
attitude of our minds. For a great 
architecture is the product not of the 
moderation, which is our boast, but of 
steadfast temerity and a sort of passionate 
patience, rather than of our customary 
rule, not “of thumb” even, but of 
expediency. That rule of procedure has 
enabled us, in other directions, to do so 
well in disordered situations and in times 
of dissolutions and untried beginnings 
such as the century past is now being 
realised to have been. 
To do so well indeed, in the hurly- 
burly, that we must sometimes, archi- 
tects especially, because not only their 
pleasure but their profit also is concerned 
—must sometimes surely sit back, 
wondering, and inquire, not with petu- 
lance, but musingly, how it is that the 
arts and architecture also have not 
prospered more than they have. We 
are doing better; we have in cases 
done well; but have we, we archi- 
tects, done proportionately well? And 
we can but admit that, taking us all 
together, we have not. We know, each 
one in his own case, that given the 
conditions we suffer we could not have 
done much otherwise; that given some 
other conditions we would have done 
much better. It is not inability alone, 
we feel, that holds us from some realisa- 
tion, a little more nearly complete, of our 
dreams. And if we will analyse our 
troubles we discover: that they all, in so 
far as they lie not within ourselves, have 
their root in the mental attitudes of three 
sets of persons—since persons form, alas, 
the bulk of the medium in which we have 
to work !—our clients, that is to say, our 
craftsmen and those varieties of persons 1n 
the mass, the public authorities. But this 
amounts to all our environment, if we 
except for the moment the ever-present 
Past. And we have come to the conclusion 
that good architecture (we will not think 
yet of great architecture) is rendered diffi- 
cult bythe condition, mental and spiritual. 
of all our countrymen, of the whole race : 
in which aggregation the inquirer 1s a 
unit, so that it is possible, as far as most 
of us are concerned, that even were thie 
circumambient conditions ever so other- 
wise. . . . But we do not pursue 
further the exasperating vista  tlus 
disclosed. We rest tired and discon- 
tented on our great conclusion, wording 
it, in our curious language of clichés 
and phrases: “That in the onrush of 
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material progress the Arts and Graces 
tend to be left behind,” or something, if 
what one sees written is anything to go 
by, like that. 

Now, as in many other cases in these 
days, when we are so content with extra- 
ordinarily slipshod expression—that con- 
tentment itself being a symptom of our 
condition which must disappear before 
fine architecture comes once more 
amongst us—our ready-made phrase 
about the advance of material prosperity 
was aS wrong in all its implications as the 
conclusion, on which we thought it based, 
is inevitable, indubitable, and right. 
Our phrase implied that material pros- 
perity was, and is, the cause of our 
falling off—the two phenomena being 
contemporary as regards, at any rate, 
their inception—and, further, that it 
always was so. It is, too, possibly a 
soothing thought that we are only paying 
for what, as compensatory purchase, we 
undeniably have—a great measure of 
material comfort ; and that, through no 
fault of our own, but by the operation of 
a cosmic principle, our work is not as 
good as it might be, or-as we could make 
it, were we not otherwise so exceptionally 
favoured. Even this shred of support, 
however, and cushion of resignation, a 
glance at the course of history will destroy 
forus. Athens of the great age of Pericles 
offers economically a very close parallel 
to this country to-day. Rome grew in 
wealth and appreciation of art as she 
expanded materially and in empire. 
Florence was never so great in either art 
or commerce as when she was strongest 
in both. Venice, too; and even this 
country at various times. Consider 
Kast Anglia when the wool trade 
and the building of great churches went 
together, and wonder if, after all, the 
unprecedented ugliness of much of 
the building to-day, which seems to 
delight the vulgar, may not be strangely 
beautiful. 

Yet we know it is not so. We know 
that it has been called all the despairing 
names with reason; that there may be 
others perhaps worse still in store. So 
we must abandon our indictment of 
material progress. That alone is plainly 
not to be blamed. Where, then, for we 
are thrown back upon our first conclusion 
that all is not as it should be with the 
conditions of our time, is the seed of 
misfortune? We turn to the sociologists ; 
they have their answers. We go to the 
economists, to the politicians, and to all 
the sects of reformers ; they all have their 
replies, contradictory very often, and 
ready, easy cures. But none of these 
appear to have sufficient bearing upon 
the condition of architecture, the object of 
our solicitude. All the things they say 
are wrong have been just as wrong at 
one time:or another, at one or more of 
the great periods of the art, or can with 
little difficulty be paralleled. The sects 
themselves, big and little sects, as we 
inquire more deeply and variously, show 
but as symptoms of the trouble; and 
their very plenitude, far from being 
hopeful, seems almost to constitute the 
disease. Thus, although we found that 
our inhibitive conditions lay all about us 
and beyond our control, we can discover 
nothing to our purpose by looking round 
Save that in other walks, as in our own 
affairs, there is a great searching of 
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hearts and apparently, if we may judge 
by results, little to be done. 

In some few directions certainly 
modernity thrives and finds possibility 
of advancement. Do we unduly perturb 
a quiet soliloquy by breathing the names 
of these so alien notes? Cinematograph, 
aviation, aero-telegraphy—dare we men- 
tion them? And motor-cars, all swifter 
means of transit—motor! That is the 
basic theme—change, departure, speed, 
and somehow motion—all surely inimical 
to architecture—architecture that has 
been defined as “ building for eternity.” 
But is there nothing new to building, 
too, nothing which will enable, us to do 
differently, to enjoy, or labour under, 
possibilities not held out to any age but 
this? Perhaps we find one. It is only 
a system of construction, made possible 
by modern knowledge and the manu- 
facture of steel, at least, by so much 
therefore, ours alone. It is known as 
useful in certain situations, especially in 
those of what we are in the habit of 
calling a “purely utilitarian” nature. 
But it often also now underlies an 
innocent-looking floor, makes possible 
any- very dubious arch, and fills with 
hidden sap and strength the stale old 
lines and detail of some overburdened 
columnar support. 

All to what end? That we may build 
to greater scale, cover more space, 
enclose more atmosphere? That sounds 
so crude and quantitive and like the talk 
of these times. But build more daringly, 
too, and to the utmost, once again, of 
our power and skill; and so express the 
age which is upon us. For what do we 
think of that age as doing for us, materi- 
ally only, since none can tell its effect 
upon the soul of man? Will it not, has 
it not already, made the world smaller, 
lessened the distance between man and 
man, or, as we put it, bombastically, 
“annihilated space”? And the new 
building, will it not do yet a little more 
to decrease the dwindling stature of man 
himself ? 

Maybe; but what’s all this to us? 
Motion, rhythmic motion, speed and 


time, dimension, and space—and the 


diminishing of cubits. . . . Let us 
leave these realms before we be utterly 
lost. Never forgetting though—has it 
been known for centuries ?—that it was 
not because they had ten realms and of 
Muses only nine (in a mystic square) that 
Urania of architecture also had for her 
own the rhythmic measured movements 
of the stars. Itis well to remember that ; 
and yet, to have pressed our inquiry so 
into the future, in order to vanquish 
despair, avails us little in the matter of 
our asking, what, after all, we are about. 

Why, to question our great postulate 
even, does architecture exist ; why in all 
its history should the forms we take for 
granted be so interesting and why so 
diverse? Why should we trouble to 
give to building—for we do trouble and 
strive unceasingly—any form at all 
beyond that positively required by 
practical necessity ? Surely not for the 
eye alone: as well might we say that 
doorways are made just for the pleasure 
it gives us to pass through them. There 
is so little really, if there be anything, for 
the eye’s delight and nothing else—the 
eye being merely, as has been said, the 
window of the soul. So that it would be 
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as if, going back to that hard metaphor 
of the door, as if the door were to be 
pleasured: by our passing rathet than 
opened to our need. Let us take a 
piece of the purest decoration—anything 
will do—so that it have not the remotest 
hint of a “ meaning.” Do we not find 
even with this that it gratifies the eye 
only in that degree in which that eye is 
informed by the intellect behind it ? 

No; that way will not do. All our 
eyes are much the same, yet the foods 
we desire to feed them with are so diverse. 
«Hye alone” proves an answer that turns 
upon us only to reiterate our query. But 
if we substitute the use and wont of the 
eye and say that our vision grows to love 
for its own sake the forms to which it is 
accustomed? Why, then, do those forms 
ever change ? Does not that hypotheosis 
imply one habit of our mind, one custom 
slowly turning through the ages ?—a thing 
unknown except perhaps in China. No; 
forms have changed more rapidly than 
can be accounted for by that reasoning. 
We may object that the forms of buildings 
do, or should, express their purposes, and 
so do differ, alter, and progress. But, 
although the objection is irrelevant, since 
we are thinking of the forms which 
constitute “ style,’ common to all the 
buildings of a period, that is not so 
either. The plan and grand outlines of 
a Hellenic temple and a Gothic minster 
are very different, although their purposes 
were, it would seem, sufficiently alike 
to render their forms substantially the 
same. No one ever denies the difference. 
But we are now seeking the reason ; for 
if we find anything, it will tell us some- 
thing helpful perhaps to our quest—our 
quest of the cause, not so much of the 
difference between the Parthenon and the 
cathedral at Amiens—shall we say ?—as 
of our inability to make the best we can 
do to-day—let opinions differ as to what 
that may be—anything but indubitably 
inferior to either. 





NOTES. 


We publish in another 
column a letter and plan 
we have received from 
Mr. E. Howley Sim with 
reference to our scheme for a Whitehall 
Improvement. The position of the pro- 
posed new building, as given on this 
plan, ignoring, as it does, the frontages 
to both Whitehall and the Embankment, 
certainly appears to render some protest 
necessary, and we quite agree with Mr. 
Howley |Sim that the matter might be 
seriously considered by the Institute and 
representations made before it is too late. 
We presume such a matter as this would 
come within the province of the Town 
Planning Committee, and if they are not 
already taking action we commend it to 
their attention. 





A Suggested 
Whitehal 
Improvement. 





THE report of the Improve- 
aoe ments Committee of the 
rege. London County Council 

that the Committee are now considering 
what action to take with reference to the 
rejection by Parliament of the Council’s 
Bill for the reconstruction of Lambeth 
Bridge raises a point of some interest. 
We think it was generally understood 
at the time that, apart from some traffic 
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objection to the proposal for a narrower 
bridge than had been originally contem- 
plated, there was a certain underlying 
feeling that the design was not altogether 
worthy of its position in close relationship 
to the Houses of Parliament and to the 
centre of National—or even Imperial— 
life, and that something better was 
desirable from the Imperial point of 
view, We are quite of opinion that if 
London is to be allowed to reap the 
profits and enjoy the dignity and prestige 
of the capital of the Empire she must be 
prepared to live up to her position, to 
snoulder the corresponding responsi- 
bilities, and to carry out her improve- 
ments in a befitting manner, but, all the 
same, there must be a limit to the 
burdens which the Empire can rightly 
place on the backs of the London rate- 
payer. Without expressing any opinion 
on the merits of the Lambeth Bridge 
scheme it would seem only reasonable, 
as a general principle, that where im- 
provements have, for Imperial reasons, 
to be carried out on a much larger and 
more costly scale than would suffice for 
the reasonable local needs of the town, 
the Imperial Exchequer should make 
some contributions to this extra cost. 
After all, the obligation to provide and 
maintain a city which shall be a worthy 
capital for the whole empire is not 
entirely confined to those who happen 
to make their living in it. 





WE are pleased to see 

~ ..... that the London County 
Nuisance, Council appears to be 
making a determined 

effort to deal with some aspects of the 
advertisement nuisance by proposing 
by-laws under the Advertisement 
Regulations Act, by which no advertise- 
ment will be allowed within sight of 
108 open spaces which have been 
scheduled by the Committee. It would 
be interesting to know what principles 
guided the Committee in their selection 
of spots to be scheduled, or whether they 
have any definite point of view as to the 
nature of the places where advertisements 
are permissible or not. The first place 
we should be inclined to schedule is the 
River Thames, and we hope the Council 
is alive to the desirability of preserving 
its mystery and romantic beauty from 
the electric light monstrosities which now 
disfigure it. The trouble is that from 
the point of view of civic design any 
advertisement is in its nature a mon- 
strosity. Any feature which jumps out 
of the picture and does not sink into 
the general composition tends to destroy 
the unity of the whole effect; and is to 
be deprecated, but unless it does so 
it is no use as an advertisement. The 
very idea of an advertisement is to force 
itself upon our attention by striking a 
discordant note in the general harmony. 
Although efforts have lately been made 
to raise the standard of pictorial adver- 
tisements and to invest them with certain 
artistic qualities, yet we think it cannot 
be disputed that their general under- 
lying idea is inartistic and subversive of 
all the principles which are essential to 
the creation of the perfect city. It may 
be that at the present moment they are 
an unavoidable evil, but, if our towns 
are ever to be as beautiful as they are 
large, we must look forward to the day 
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when public advertisements will be 
forbidden by law or taxed out of 
existence. We trust this action by the 
County Council will prove to be the 
beginning of the end. 





ao 
_— 


THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF 
BRITISH ARCHITECTS : 


THE EXAMINATIONS. 

In reference to the Royal Institute of British 
Architects’ Final Examination we have received 
the following announcement with regard to 
the alternative scheme of testimonies of study :— 

The alternative schéme of testimonies of 
study for the Final Examination will come into 
operation at the option of the candidates in 
November next, and after the end of the year 
1913 the existing testimonies of study for this 
examination will be abolished. Six alternative 
problems in design will be set by the Board of 
Architectural Education each year, and candi- 
dates for the Final Examination must submit 
designs in answer to at least four of these 
problems. These alternative problems will be 
published twice a year, three sets in January 
and three in July. This is done for the conve- 
nience of candidates, but it must be distinctly 
understood that the time for sending in the 
designs in answer to these problems is strictly 
limited. Thus the designs for Subject IV. must 
be sent in to the Secretary, R.I.B.A., by 
August 31, 1912; those for Subject V. by 
October 31; and those for Subject VI. by 
December 31. (This time will be extended 
for students in the Colonies ; see dates following 
list of subjects below.) 

The drawings must be on imperial shcets, 
and candidates must affix their full name 
and address to each drawing submitted. 

The subjects for the second half of the year 
1912 are as follows :— 


Subject IV. 

(a) A Senate House, on an isolated site, for 
a modern University, to consist of a council 
chamber to seat sixty persons, with anteroom, 
waiting-room, and cloakroom, and _ two 
committee-rooms, each to seat twenty persons 
round a table. Plans, sections, and elevations 
to be to } scale. Details, both external 
and internal, to }-in. scale and shaded. 

(6) A Bridge carrying a road 25 ft. wide 
between parapets over a canal 40 ft. wide. 
The bridge may be built of brick, stone, or 
ferro-concrete. Drawings to be to }-in. scale 
and to show complete construction. Important 
details to 1-in. scale. Calculations to be given. 


Subject V. 

(a) A Picture Gallery in a public park, 
consisting of six galleries of varying size, but 
of not more than 8,000 super. ft. in all. The 
galleries are to be arranged with cloakrooms 
etc., so that they can be used for receptions. 
A room for a curator and a packing-room are 
to be included. Plans, sections, and elevations 
to be made to 4 scale. Details, both external 
and internal, to }-in. scale and shaded. 

(b) A Village Church to seat 300. May be in 
any style, but with complete details of con- 
struction. Drawings required to }-in. and 


}-in. scale. 
Subject VI. 

(a) A Colonnaded Screen, 100 ft. long, 
joining two wings of a public building 60 ft. 
high. The screen to have two carriage en- 
trances through it. Shaded drawings to }-in. 
scale with 1-in. scale details. 

(6) A Fire-Resisting Lock-Up Warehouse on a 
site 40 ft. by 80 ft., with two frontages 40 ft. 
wide to two parallel streets. The site is 
between buildings, so that no light can be 
obtained on the 80 ft. sides. 

The building is to have six stories, and each 
floor is to be capable of sustaining a load of 
4 cwt. per super. foot. Drawings required, 
f-in. and }-in. with 4 full-size details of im- 
portant parts of any steel construction. 

N.B.—A sketch perspective may be included 
in any of the foregoing, but is not compulsory. 
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The attention of candidates is called to the 
revised syllabus of the Intermediate and Final 
Examinations which comes into operation ip 
November next. The syllabus is published 
in the Kalendar. Attention is especially 
called to Subjects I., II., III. (F.) of the Final, 


a. <>-—> 
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BRITISH ARCH/EOLOGICAL 
ASSOCIATION : 
CONGRESS AT GLOUCESTER. 


AFTER an interval of sixty-six years the 
venerable British Archeological Association 
migrated to the ancient city of the West, and 
there held its annual Congress, the proceedings 
commencing on Monday, June 24, and extending 
throughout the week. In 1843 the Association 
was then young, the Gioucester Congress being 
the third of the series, its previous assemblies 
having been held at Canterbury and Winchester. 
It could then boast of many great names in the 
archeological firmament, such as those of John 
Britton, J. T. Pettigrew, Charles Roach Smith, 
Thomas Wright, Sir Samuel Rush Meyrick, 
whose memories are ever green amongst the 
students of antiquarian lore. Some years ago 
the venerable Association displayed some signs 
of age and a decrease of energy ; but that period 
of decrepitude has passed. Thanks to the 
energy of its President, Mr. Charles E. Keyser, 
M.A., F.S.A., its Treasurer, Mr. R. Bagster, its 
Hon. Secretary, Mr. Allen Walker, and its 
active Council, the Association has taken a 
new lease of life, and may be trusted to carry on 
its useful mission for many years to come. 

It was a happy thought to select Gloucester 
as the centre of the Congress for this year, and 
to revive the memories of the society’s dis- 
tinguished past history. Gloucestershire is a 
county rich in historical and archeological 
associations. Its magnificent abbeys, _ its 
castles, its remains of prehistoric antiquities, 
its splendid relics of Roman rule, its grand 
churches, invite the members of such a society 
as the British, and repay the closest study. It 
is an ideal county for antiquaries and architects 
to roam, a land of bold natural contours of hill 
and dale, of rolling ridge and dipping combe, a 
land where timber and good building stone 
abound. The Cotswold region boasts of an 
architectural style of its own, where the masons 
of to-day carry on the: traditional style of 
building handed down by their sires, and build 
naturally and unaffectedly. Wherever we 
roamed, driving in the Severn Vale or amongst 
the Cotswold Hills, we saw cottages, farm- 
houses, and manor-houses with many. gables or 
projecting wings, ranging from the Tudor to the 
Classic” of the Georgian period. We saw 
many splendid examples of domestic architec- 
ture, built of stone, with steep pitched 
gables, mullioned windows, with drip-stones 
over them, some with round-shaped mullions, 
others with hollow mouldings, high-pitched roofs 
covered with brown stone slabs. The chimney- 
stacks present interesting studies—the grand 
brick elaborate masterpieces of Thornbury 
Castle, or the simple farmhouse stacks composed 
of several chimneys, built of dressed stone, set 
together in diagonal clusters, massive and solid, 
and yet giving an impression of grace, variety, 
and lightness. Here and there we saw those 
modern monstrosities of red-brick and blue 
slates, devised by jerry-builders, which when 
placed in juxtaposition to the creations of the 
old masons are a terrible eyesore. 

Gloucestershire is a hospitable county, and 
the Association was welcomed with a heartiness 
which was gratifying in the highest degree. A 
strong local Reception Committee, composed o 
the Bishop and Dean of Gloucester, the Mayors 
of the chief towns and city, county gentlemen, 
and clergy, with an admirable local Congress 
Secretary, Mr. Roland Austin, made excellent 
arrangements for the comfort, convenience, an 
instruction of the visitors.. Moreover, the 
county can boast of an active and vigorous 
archeological society, which has for many 
years done good service in investigating the 
history and antiquities of the shire, and its 
Chairman, Canon Bazeley, placed at the 





Dates for Submission of Designs. 


Subject IV. 
United Kingdom .................0..006 31 August, 1912 
POORBDORITING  ..essesccisesseesscsesossss 31 October, 1912 
PMID excites vn dais ocsesiaateecd corncts 30 November, 1912 
RINE oc ysis el sus owas pccaceenecsauuteverse 30 November, 1912 
WOPNMINOAD 755 50s ecusssedsonceseeuebesdneatse 30 September, 1912 


Subject V. Subject VI. 
ae 31 October, 1912 _....... 31 December, 1912. 
Soe 3L December, 1912 ...... 28 February, 1913. 
shah 31 January, 1913 ...... OL March, 1913. 
Baki 31 January, 1913 ...... SL March, 1913. 
eae 30 November, 1912 ...... 31 January, 1913. 
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disposal of the Congress his very complete 
knowledge of the story of abbeys and churches, 
castles and mansions, accompanied the party 
on all the excursions, and gave graphic descrip- 
tions of every object of interest which we met 
with during our travels. 

The Congress opened on Monday, June 24, 
with a visit to the cathedral, formerly the 
Minster Church of St. Peter’s Abbey, where the 
Very Reverend the Dean met the party, which 
numbered seventy persons, and told the story 
of that ancient fane—a story which it is 
almost unnecessary to repeat in the columns of 
the Builder, as it will be well known to most of 
our readers. 

Tewkesbury Abbey, of course, is very similar, 
and was probably built by the same masons 
some ten years later than Gloucester. The 
Dean said that the first impression of the 
cathedral as they gazed on the exterior aad 
saw the great Perpendicular tower, the story 
windows, and other features, that it was a 
Perpendicular church; but on entering the 


‘building they saw that it was really a Roman- 


esque structure. The western arches of the 
nave were rebuilt in the Early English style 
with pointed arches when the west end had 
been ruined by a fire at the end of the XIIth 
century. The speaker described the church 
as it was when the whole of the nave was 
coloured and gilded, when a dozen altars stood 
with lights gleaming, and there was a handsome 
rood-screen rich with golden colour, and the 
floor was paved with rich tiles. He disliked 
the present screen and the hideous flooring 
laid down 150 years ago. The Dean claims 
that Gloucester Cathedral was the birthplace 
of the Perpendicular style, and when we 
visited the south transept he maintained 
that theory. The Dean conducted the 
visitors to the choir, ambulatories, and Lady 
Csapel, and at each spot explained in his own 
graphic and interesting style the wealth of 
interest which each step in the pilgrimage 
revealed. Canon Bazeley and Mr. Waller, the 
Architect for the Dean and Chapter, also took 
charge of parties and explained many archi- 
tectural details. Subsequently the Dean 
received the Association in the Cloister Garth 
and conducted them over the Deanery. 


Reception at the Guildhall. 


In the evening of Monday the Mayor of 
Gloucester, Councillor and Mrs. W. J. Johnston- 
Vaughan held a reception in the Guildhall, 
when there was a large gathering of the 
principal people of the city and neighbourhood, 
and an exhibition of the Corporation insignia, 
Charters, and records in which the city is 
especially rich. The earliest Council book bears 
the date 1486 ; the earliest Charter was granted 
to Gloucester by King Henry II. in 1155. 
These civic records are described in a volume of 
the “ Reports of the Historical Manuscripts 
Commission,” and reveal many matters of 
unique interest. 

The Corporation insignia include two swords 
of State, one of which was provided under the 
Charter of Richard III., and the other under 
that of Charles I., in 1627; the Cap of Main- 
tenance, worn by the Sword Bearer on State 
occasions; two handsome Maces; the Mayor’s 
and Sheriff’s chain and badge; the silver 
var, an emblem of maritime jurisdiction vested 
in the Corporation, and several seals. The 
most interesting pieces of plate possessed by the 
civic authorities are the great Somers Salver, 
constructed in 1659 and weighing 203 oz., 
a large silver punch-bowl, given by George 
Augustus Selwyn in 1768, and a loving-cup 
presented in 1767. 

The Mayor gave a hearty welcome to the 
Association, and said that he was glad that it 
had fallen to his lot to extend the city’s greeting 
to its members for the second time in its history. 
He alluded to the richness of the shire in the 
remains of the British, Roman, Saxon, and 
medieval periods, its ecclesiastical and other 
buildings of every style of architecture, and 
the city’s share in the national annals, including 
the famous siege of Gloucester in the Civil War. 
Canon Bazeley, Chairman of the County 
Society, also welcomed the visitors, and Mr. 
Hurry, its Secretary, read an address of welcome, 
in which he pointed out the benefits conferred 
upon a city by a visit of an Association in 
‘timulating local effort and evoking attention 
to the antiquities of the neighbourhood. 
Many of the suggestions made at the Congress of 
1846 had been carried into effect, including 
the foundation of a museum of antiquities 
in Gloucester, and the Bristol and Gloucester- 
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shire Archeological Society, which was in a 
flourishing condition and had 500 members, 
would cordially welcome any pronouncement 
by the older Association which would tend 
to a better understanding of the antiquarian 
treasures left as a heritage of past ages and 
to a more reverent treatment of those which 
can be preserved from further damage or decay. 


Presidential Address. 


Then followed the Presidential address by 
Mr. Keyser, who referred to the early history 
of the Association, and remarked that, con- 
sidering the wealth of material within easy reach 
of that most interesting city, it was surprising 
that no Congress had been held in Gloucester 
since 1846. The county, however, had not been 
entirely neglected, as Congresses had been held 
at Bristol and Cirencester, and just over the 
border at Bath, Evesham, and Great Malvern. 
Allusion was made to the grand scenery of the 
Cotswolds and the Forest of Dean and to the 
abundance of prehistoric and Roman remains 
and the admirable specimens of medieval 


- architecture. Unfortunately it had not been 


possible to include in their programme a visit 
to any of the earthworks, camps, and other 
early antiquities, and only a small portion 
of the remains of the Roman period would be 
inspected. An attempt had been made to see 
the splendid pavements at Woodchester, but 
it had proved entirely unsuccessful. The vicar 
of the parish had wisely protected them from 
the damaging effects of the English climate, 
but it was unfortunate that they should be 
hermetically sealed at a time when a society 
like the British Archeological Association was 
anxious to view them and was willing to contri- 
bute materially to ‘the cost of their exposure. 
The President then referred to the pro- 
grammme which had been arranged and to the 
important places to be visited, and proceeded 
to bring under the notice of Gloucestershire 
antiquaries three cases where he thought 
they might intervene in the interest of science 
in the one instance, and of religious sentiment 
in the other two. With regard to the Roman 
villa at Woodchester, which possessed the 
finest tessellated pavements discovered in 
this country, it did seem a pity that it should 
be sealed up, and that it should rest entirely 
on the caprice of one gentleman as to whether 
or not they should again become accessible 
to the outside world. He suggested that the 
pavements should be again uncovered and 
the necessary protection provided, the cost 
of which would be defrayed by the con- 
tributions of visitors and by the financial 
assistance of the Association and other kindred 
bodies. 

Mr. Keyser then called attention to the 
Priory Church of Stanley St. Leonards, con- 
taining some of the richest Norman work in 
the country. The west and south doorways 
had been unfortunately blocked up and the 
site of the Priory buildings was occupied 
by a farmhouse with very menial sheds and 
various farming requisites stored under the 
shelter of the walls of the church on the south 
and west sides. Could not some efforts be 
made to improve the surroundings of that 
beautiful church? At Deerhurst also there 
was room for improvement. The fine Saxon 
arch forming opening to the eastern apse had 
been blocked up, and a refuse heap filled up 
the apse, and it had been stated that the stones 
of that most ancient portion of the building 
had been removed to repair the neighbourin, 
roads.* It was sad to see the site of the hig 
altar where the most sacred rites of the Church 
were celebrated more than a thousand years 
ago desecrated and degraded in the manner 
described. The county was to be congratulated 
on the survival of two out of the four great 
abbey churches, St. Peter’s, Gloucester, and 
Tewkesbury, which had been preserved through 
the public spirit of the citizens of that ancient 
borough. One could not but lament that 
the same sentiment was not exhibited at 
Cirencester and Winchcombe, and at Evesham, 
Abingdon, and Reading in the counties 
adjoining. P. H. D. 


(To be concluded next week.) 





*Two days later, when the Association visited 
Deerhurst, the vicar strenuously denied that any stones 
had been removed and broken up, and that the site 
which had been lost to the church at the time of the 
Dissolution of the Monastery was only used for ordinary 
agricultural ogy opp An inspection, however, showed 
how desirable it was that Mr. Keyser's suggestion 
should be carried into effect. 


5 
THE LONDON SOCIETY. 


A MEETING of the London Society was held 
on June 27 at the Royal Society of Arts, Adelphi, 
when the debate was resumed on Mr. Raffles 
Davison’s paper on “ London as It Is and as It 
Might Be.” A full report of the paper appeared 
in the Builder of May 31. Professor Beresford 
Pite presided. 


Colonel R. C. Hellard, 


of the Traffic Department of the Board of 
Trade, opened the discussion by explaining 
the principles on which the recommenda- 
tions as to the proposed new roads of the 
Traffic Commission have been made. The 
speaker exhibited a number of diagrams 
and maps showing the distribution of popula- 
tion, the density in the various districts in 
Central and Outer London, the averages of com- 
mercial and passenger vehicles, etc. One map 
showed the new roads, bypasses, and road 
widenings suggested by the Traffic Department 
of the Board of Trade. He pointed out that 
the question had been considered by his depart- 
ment from the point of view of the effect on the 
convenience of the inhabitants in their daily life, 
but in dealing with the matter from the 
utilitarian point of view he did not undervalue 
the artistic conception which might be forth- 
coming. There were many cases where a 
pleasing effect could be produced at the same 
cost as a discordant effect, and even where the 
cost of obtaining a pleasant effect was more 
costly it might be that the money would be well 
laid out. He felt, however, that all such expen- 
diture should be based on some utilitarian 
scheme, and two things were absolutely essential 
to a successful improvement. The first was 
the planning of ageneral scheme to which all 
new projects for improvement should conform ; 
and the second was real co-operation amongst 
all the authorities and agencies concerned. As 
the result of the investigations of the depart- 
ment 125 miles of new roads were suggested 
and the improvement of 34 miles of old roads. 
In every case the proposed routes had been 
walked over, and he was satisfied there were at 
present no very serious engineering difficulties 
involved in the proposals, although obviously 
at any moment the matter might become 
complicated by the erection of new buildings. 
He deplored the production of paper schemes, 
which had not been worked out on the ground. 
He had examined a scheme for a circumferential 
road, which it would be absolutely impossible to 
construct. Such schemes confused local autho- 
rities. The matter was a pressing one because 
at the present moment many of the local 
authorities were considering town-planning 
schemes, and if something was not done these 
schemes would have matured independently, 
quite irregardless of the general requirements 
of London, and the hope of getting arterial 
roads constructed at anything like a moderate 
cost would be banished. Of the 125 miles of 
Suggested new roads, 40 miles would pass 
through areas where town-planning schemes 
were now under consideration, whilst at least 
another 20 miles lay across agricultural 
land. The road from Cromwell-road across 
Hammersmith to Hounslow, which would relieve 
the Brentford high-road which every one 
complained of, was now under consideration, as 
was also the Croydon bypass and the Surbiton 
bypass. The Cromwell-road to Hounslow- 
road would be 10 miles long, and was estimated 
to cost 1,750,0007. It was a cost which alarmed 
people, but it must be remembered that this 
road would run through built-on land to a great 
extent. The first 2 miles would cost 
1,000,0007., and the second 2 miles about 
500,000/., and the remaining six only 250,000/. 
He regarded it of great importance that building 
lines should be at once fixed in the areas so 
that when buildings came down the frontages 
should be set back, and this should be specially 
done in the case of villages like Elstree and 
Radlett, Enfield, and along the Cambridge- 
road. Garden frontages ought not to be 
allowed to be built upon. The London County 
Council had the Euston-road under considera- | 
tion, and he thought that would be one of the 
first roads which would show them what a road 
should be, but there were other roads which 
should be looked to as likely to form parts of 
great north and south roads. By simply taking 
the gardens and forecourts, for instance, 
Caledonian-road could be widened to 80 ft. or 
99 ft. —In-conclusion, the speaker laid-emphasis 
on the necessity for wet, for important 
public buildings, and for prohibiting the erection 
‘Db 
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of hideous buildings in important thoroughfares. 
He also thought that plans for business premises 
should not be passed unless provision was made 
for the necessary loading and unloading of 
carts on the premises instead of in the streets. 


Mr. Paul Waterhouse 

agreed that it was a perfectly sound doctrine 
that the improvement of London must be 
based on the utilitarian ground; and some 
people who had not been brought up in the 
profession of architecture might take the view 
that art had nothing to do with the question. 
But in architecture, which he took to be the 
greatest of arts, they had an extraordinary 
illustration of the truth that beauty and utility 
could go hand-and-hand together. He took it 
that the problem before them was simply like 
the problem of architecture, but on a large 
scale, and it was their duty to see that it was 
treated architecturally and not merely from 
the workman's point of view. The bypass had 
been mentioned, and he would plead very 
urgently for the use of bypasses in the villages. 
Anyone who had travelled through Edgware 
and noticed how the street had been widened by 
removing the faces of the houses would realis> 
what a deplorable thing it was to mutilate a 
village in that way. Tse and beauty might 
both be served by employing the bypass system 
in nearly every case where an important village 
had to be dealt with in the making of a road. 
The Fuston-road had been mentioned, but in 
that case an Act of Parliament had proved 
absolutely useless in the face of certain authori- 
ties who gave way. Last year he was invited 
to read a paper on this subject before the Royal 
Institute of British Architects, and his main 
point was that this being really an artistic 
problem in the large and wide sense of the word 
* art,” it was one which ought to be carried out 
by artists. He did not think any sense of 
decency should prevent an architect saying that 
it was obvious artists of some sort must be 
engaged before this thing could be carried 
through, and he suggested that the Borough 
Councils should engage artistic advisers to see 
that the plans they passed were at least up to a 
certain minimum standard of architectural 
decency. If this supreme work of art, the 
regeneration of London, was to be helped forward 
by the Society there must be a point somewhere 
where artists must be employed. 


Mr. Arthur Crow 


considered the roads shown them by Colonel 
Hellard were admirable in their way in taking 
people out from the centre of London, but 
nothing had been done with regard to the 
through traffic in the centre of the City. The 
speaker exhibited a series of photographs to 
illustrate his suggestion for a new street which 
would run from Newgate-street, through the 
unloading yard of the old General Post Office, 
thence curving slightly to the north (and 
incidentally opening up Wren’s beautiful church 
of St. Vedast in Foster-lane), and going by the 
back of the Guildhall to Moorgate-street by 
London-wall. Such a new street would lessen 
the journey to Liverpool-street by a quarter of 
a mile. If such a street was to be made it was 
essential that the Government should be at 
once approached, as the old General Post Office 
was to be demolished, and a building for the 
telephone department erected, which would 
extend over the loading yard facing Newgate- 
street. Mr. Crow also urged that it was true 
proper building lines for London were fixed 
and all the trouble of going to a Tribunal of 
Appeal regarding certificates of the Superin- 
tending Architect done away with. 








Newgate-street and St. Vedast. 
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Mr. Gordon, L.C.C., 

also considered that the centre of London had 
been neglected by the Board of Trade, and he 
pointed out the difficulty of dealing with the 
various local authorities in to the alloca- 


_ tion of the Road Board's grant for the construc- 


tion of the new Western-road. It seemed to 
him that the improvements now needed in 
Central London. were far more important than 
the Board of Trade now su . He knew 
there were gentlemen who would design 
beautiful schemes, but those who had _ to 
administer affairs had to be utilitarian. The 


party in power at Spring-gardens said that the 


amount which should be spent in London should 
be fixed by a 5d. rate, but to him that appeared 
to be an altogether falacious criterion by which 
they should judge the improvements of London. 
Personally he did not think they would get an 
improved London till they had a unified London. 
They must have a scientific plan which must be 
centrally administered. 


Mr. Raymond Unwin 

said it might be worth while to remember the 
experience of. another great capital of Europe 
which had had the same difficulty. Berlin found 
itself congested in the centre with a large number 
of outside authorities carrying out town-plan- 
ning schemes made entirely from their own 
point of view rather than from the point of 
view of thecentre. They would get differences of 
opinion between the inside and outside author- 
ities of London if town-planning schemes were 
formed without the whole thing being co- 
ordinated. After a great deal of agitation they 
got the different ies around Berlin together 
and instituted a competition for the laying-out 
of Outer Berlin. Asa result it became evident 
to the inhabitants that a central authority was 
wanted to control the whole thing, and now 
they had got such an authority consisting of 
representatives from all the districts. They 
had laid down a plan, and when any district 
formed a town-planning scheme it must embody 
the main lines determined upon by the central 
authority. If they were going to do anything 
for London that was the thing they must con- 
centrate upon, The present Government had 
said they would not create a Traffic Board, and 
now they must ask them what form of central 
control they would adopt. One important 
point for consideration was the question of 
uniting the railways and so avoiding the road 
traffic from station to station. In Berlin the 
conclusion seemed to be fairly unanimous as to 
the evil of the cross traffic from station to 
station. The point was of great importance 
when they considered such a scheme as the 
removal of Charing Cross Station to the south 
of the river. They would have to consider 
whether it would not be the right thing to link 
up Charing Cross, Paddington, and King’s 
Cross, so as to eliminate the cross traffic from the 
streets. If they did not have a central authority 
they would get into a muddle. 


The Chairman 


said he would like to give what weight he could 
to the important remarks of Mr. Unwin. They 
realised that night what the Government had 
done in establishing a Traffic Department of the 
Board of Trade. If they cast their minds back 
they could scarcely have believed it possible for 
a Government Department to have initiated such 
a magnificently-worked-out scheme as Colonei 
Hellard had put before them. It was some- 
thing for which they as Londoners must be pro- 
foundly thankful for. But the point of Mr. 
Unwin’s was that no authority existed for 
putting these schemes into operation. They 
were face to face with numerous town-planning 
schemes which only applied to limited areas ; 
whilst the Local Government Board administered 
the Town Planning Acts and the Board of Trade 
made these proposals for roads. The London 
County Council as at present constituted was not 
a body capable of dealing with the matter, for 
their area was comparatively small in relation 
to the area affected. There was urgent and 
serious need of legislation for London at the 
present moment, not only for the creation of 
roads, but for the harmony of a multitude of 
interests which circled round this great 
metropolis. They were gathered together in 
that Society with a new and larger enthusiasm 
for London of the future—not merely a more 
social London, but a more orderly and more 
beautiful London ; and let them strive with the 
strong impetus they had had that night on the 
utilitarian side of the subject to cultivate the 
hope that with new roads they would find new 
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beauties, and seek for new hopes for London 
which must come. 


Colonel Hellard 
briefly replied on the discussion, and said it was 
true he had not largely gone into the matter of 
new roads for Central London that night. The 
cost of dealing with such ore des was rather 
rohibitive. At present he thought it was 
tter to turn one’s attention to the prevention 
of further obstacles on the outskirts, because, 
after all, the expense of dealing with roads in 
the centre would be no more expensive five or 
ten years hence. They had to remember that 
if they paid attention to the outskirts now they 
would get twenty times the result for the money 
spent; and if town-planning schemes were 
adopted without some relation to main roads 
they would never get such an opportunity again. 
He might add that the Traffic Department of 
the Board of Trade was in the closest touch 
with the Local Government Board. 


++ 
THE GAS LIGHT AND COKE 
COMPANY. 


On the 26th ult. the centenary of the Gas 
Light and Coke Company was celebrated by 
a dinner at the White City, when Mr. Corbet 
Woodall (Governor of the company) presided 
over a company of visitors and the staff of the 
company numbering about a thousand. The 
Chairman was supported by the Lord Mayors of 
London and Manchester, Lord Shaw of Dunferm- 
line, Lord Joicey, Sir William Richmond, Sir 
William Lucy, many of the mayors of the 
Metropolitan Borough Councils, Mr. D. Milne 
Watson (General Manager), and others. 

The usual loyal toasts were enthusiastically 
received, as was also the toast of ** The Imperial 
Forces,” proposed by Sir E. A. Cornwall, M.P., 
and acknowledged by Major-General W. Fry. 

The cord Mayor submitted the toast of 
“The Gas Light and Coke Company” in a 
brief speech, in which he recalled the days 
of his youth before lucifer matches were 
invented, and when he illustrated the principle 
of the gasometer to his people in the Lincolnshire 
Fens by the aid of a churchwarden pipe, one 
end of which was sealed with clay. He thought 
that every person who had had the opportunity 
of using gas must be grateful to the pioneers 
of the company. 

The Chairman, in reply, said that was a great 
day for the company, for they met under 
circumstances which would excite feelings of 
pride and thankfulness. Although they had 
reached a hundred years, their sight was not 
dimmed, but it was rather increasing in bright- 
ness each year. When the Gas Light and Coke 
Company was launched it was a day of small 
things. The company’s capital was limited 
to ,0001., but now it was nearly 30,000,0001. 
It then occupied no more than 10 acres of 
land, and now it occupied more than 1,000. 
The coal carbonised in 1812 was less than 4,000 
tons, and in the current year the consumption 
would not be less than 2,250,000 tons. 
Although the quantity used in 1812 was so 
small, there would appear to have been some 
difficulty in getting it, because he read in an old 
minute-book that on Christmas Eve one of the 
directors found there was not enough coal to 
last the night, and he had to go out and buy 
some more on his own responsibility. In 1812 
the rates paid by the company were only 
1501. 10s. 4d., whilst during the present year 
the amount would exceed 300,000/. During the 
past five years there had been a steady re- 
duction in the price of gas by a penny per 
1,000 ft. per year, which ‘might seem a small 
reduction, but it amounted to 100,000. a 
year. As to labour co-partnership, they had 
interested their employees in the pecuniary 
gains of the company, because they believed 
it was the best way known of meeting all 
interests. The late Sir George Livesey, who 
first introduced the system, recognised that 
it would be comparatively easy to join workers, 
shareholders, and consumers, and give to 
each a share in the advantages accruing from 
economy and improvement in the methods 
of manufacture. The system had worked 
admirably. He recognised that it might be 
difficult to apply it to all industries, but he 
believed it could certainly be adopted by public 
companies, including the railways. 

Lord Shaw a “ The pel Mayor of 
London, the London County Council, and the 
London Borough Councils,’ and the toast 
was responded to by the Lord Mayor and Mr. 
J. Whittaker Thompson (the Mayor of Ken- 
sington). 
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Mr. N. J. Burke submitted the toast of 
“The Visitors.” 

Sir William Richmond, in reply, said he was 
not there a8 an artist, but as the President 
of the Coal Smoke Abatement Society. For 
twenty years it had been his ambition to 
attempt to diminish the smoke evil. How the 
enormous improvement that was really neces- 
sary was to be brought about he did not know, 
but he was perfectly convinced that the scien- 
tific energy of the country was absolutely 
capable of dealing with even such a monstrous 
and entirely u ble nuisance. If future 
generations would be able to say that London 
again becomes @& —_— where flowers could 
grow and where that was undesirable in 
its atmosphere had been eliminated, then 
science. would have made an enormous stride 
for the benefit of the human race, second to 
none which it had yet achieved. 

The Chairman submitted the toast of “ The 
Staff,” and remarked that there were about 900 
officers of the company present. He believed 
they had a good staff, who did their best to 


increase the prosperity of the company. 
Mr. D. Milne Watson (General A said 
that such an occasion t a lump into 
one’s throat. The staff of ¢ — had 
a splendid centenary. In 1835 the staff was 
only thirty-five in number, and now they were 
upwards of 900. It was only by each one of 
them doing their duty that they could relieve 
the anxieties of the directors. Everyone of 
them felt grateful to the directors for the co- 
partnership they gave them a short time ago. 
They would hope to still carry the torch of the 
company on as it had been so well carried in the 
past. He might add that the staff proposed 
to present the Governor with his portrait as 
a souvenir of the cente of the company. 
The proceedings concluded with loud cheers 


for the Chairman. 





STOCKPORT UNION: MENTAL 
WARDS COMPETITION. 


As WE announced last week, the following is 
the result of ¢he recent competition for the 
new Mental Wards adjacent to the Stockport 
Workhouse Infirmary :— __. 

First premium, 1002, Messrs, E. T. Hall & 
E. Stanley Hall, of London ; second premium, 
50l., Mr. Arthur Marshall, A.R.LB.A., of 


, Nottingham: third premium, 252, Messrs. 
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8 & Theakston, of London. The 
com was limited to thirtya invited 
architects, among whom were firms well known 
for their h and asylum work. Mr. H. W. 
Wills, A.R.1.B.A., of London, was the assessor. 

conditions required that the new build- 
ings should provide accommodation for sixty-six 
males and eighteen females in the mental wards ; 
eighteen males and twenty-four females in 
the sick wards ; eighteen males and forty-four 
female epileptics ; and for three male and three 
female short-period cases, the latter being 
severe cases which will be temporarily accom- 
modated pending their removal to other insti- 
tutions. All epileptic,’ sick, and short-period 
cases, and all dav-room accommodation for 
mental cases were to be on the ground floor ; 
dormitories for mental cases were to be provided 
on the first floor. Adequate administration 
buildings were required, including quarters 
for steward, resident and non-resident staff, 
and a common dining hall, with kitchen, 
scullery, and stores, wat the usual complement 
of workshops and laundry. The requirements 
were set forth on very broad lines, considerable 


latitude being allowed to competitors as to the 
planning and provision of the details of the 


accommodation. The cost was limited to 
1001. per bed, so that the expenditure will be 
upwards of 26,0002. 

The new buildings will be erected on a site 
of 10} acres immediately behind the nt 
Workhouse Infirmary, a ne. fe buildings of 
an uninteresting t of architecture, adding 
no more interest than is usually the case with 
poor-law buildings to a rather fine stretch 
of country, which enhances the value of the 
site immensely as a position for a hospital or 
an asylum, and which will in all probability 
continue to do so for some time in spite of 
= encroachments of the jerry- 
builder, as it is dedicated to the pastime of 
golf. The north point lies diagonally across 
the plan of the site, so that as regards aspect 
the axes of the wards might be equally well 

Hel to the side or the front boundaries. 

wo definite alternative methods are therefore 
nted, Most competitors took their cue 
rom the present buildings and placed their 
wards parallel to the sides on a cross corridor 
reaching out on either side of a central adminis- 
tration block; whereas the first and second 
designs are the only schemes in which the other 
alternative was adopted, and evidently by 
reason of this found favour in the eyes of the 
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assessor. This arrangement is not necessarily 
the better, but by following it boldly to ite 
logical conclusion in the placing of their 
patients’ entrances Messrs. Hall have achieved 
a masterly plan, and have avoided the initial 
blunder of almost all the other competitors. 
There is no separate approach to the new 
buildings. They are reached from the present 
main entrance round the flanks of the existing 
hospital, and most schemes show a central 
entrance block to the new buildings axial with 
the nt entrance, and, as most of the patients 
are housed in wards reaching out far on each side 
of the centre, they will have to travel a pro- 
digious distance after entering the institution 
at the lodge before reaching their ultimate 
destination. The winners place their patients’ 
entrances at the ends of their outer corridors, 
thus giving as direct means of approach as was 
possible. They also avoid another mistake 
of which the exhibition furnishes numerous 
examples. The favoured—in fact, inevitable— 
=— for the dining-room is in the central 

lock ; the favoured arrangement of its ap- 
proach means collision between patients on 
their way to the hall and the traffic from the 
main entrance, or at any rate unwelcome 
observation of one by the other. The winning 
plan by providing a separate cross corridor from 
the ook blocks on either side to the dining hall 
avoids both. 

It is, of course, the design of the block plan 
that matters above all else in the case of an 
institution like this ; the rest is not much more 
than a filling in of details. Fine strokes of 
broad planning tell in the former; care and 
ingenuity in the latter. The winners have 
undoubtedly scored in respect of the block 
plan—it is unquestionably the best, and the 
assessor could not do otherwise than place 
it first. We could wish, however, that it had 
been accompanied by more studied planning 
of detail. ft is good hospital planning, but 
hardly appropriate to an asylum. It would 
almost seem as though the authors had first 
planned an infirmary and had then wrenched 
their plan into asylum shape—the bends and 
joins are so evident. Little regard has been 
paid to the fact that the mental patients do 
not live in their wards. The male patients’ 
day-rooms have a north-east aspect, whereas 
the wards have been carefully studied in this 
respect. The administration arrangements, 
however, suggest an experienced hand. The 
kitchen block is admirable, and the new 











By Messrs. E. T. Hall, F.R.LB.A., &-E. Stanley Hail, A.R.1.B.A. 
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First Premiated Design: Ey Messrs. E. T. Hall, F.R.LB.A., & E. Stanley Hall, A.R.LP.4. 


workshops are well placed in a group with the 
present ones, this being due to the fact that the 
authors have resisted the temptation to give their 
buildings a fagade behind the present hospital. 

The second premiated design appears on 
paper to be more congested than the first, 
and, although it lacks extreme simplicity in its 
block plan, this is due to the more careful 
elaboration of details. Special care is evident 
in the planning of the rooms used by mental 
patients during the day, the airing courts, 
and the attendant conveniences being well 
thought out—and this is surely an important 
consideration. The scheme is a really fine 
piece of asylum planning. Great care has been 
taken to give the best aspect to the day-rooms ; 
unfortunately this does not always ensure a 
good outlook as well, for, while the rooms will 
be sunny, they often command a dreary expanse 
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of corridor or wards. One of the difficulties 
of this competition has been to provide 
sufficiently direct communication between the 
day-rooms for mental patients on the ground 
floor and the dormitories on the first floor, 
as the latter have to be planned over epileptic 
departments, which are distinct from the 
mental day-rooms. In this scheme, as in — 
others, this communication is not well devised. 
In almost all other details the scheme is the most 
efficient in the exhibition. 

The third design is entirely different in 
principle from the first and second, and follows 
in its block plan the alternative — by 
the majority of the competitors, of wards 
parallel to those of the present hospital linked 
together by a main cross corridor. The idea 
of an entrance facade has appealed to the 
authors no less than to most of the competitors, 
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Third Premiated Design: By Messrs. Spalding & Theakston. 





but instead. of allowing it to face the existing 
buildings they treat the other side of the whole 
group as a facade, at the same time providing 
entrances on the nearer side. This has led to 
a sound block plan, one of the advantages 
being the grouping of the new and the present 
workshops together. The epileptic patients’ 
day-rooms have good aspect, but the staircase 
to the first-floor dormitories from the mental 
patients’ day-room might with advantage be 
nearer to the latter. e do not think that 
a vast common day-room for all the inmates of 
each sex for this class of patient is ideal. The 
elevations are not the negligible quantity that 
most of the others are. 

Messrs. Briggs & Wolstenholme submit a 
block plan most interesting because it shows 
an attempt to group the various departments 
more clearly than any of the others. This brings 
the men patients’ day-rooms into better 
relation to their dormitories, but it has involved 
some congestion at the entrances and staircases, 
and a sacrifice of simplicity. The scheme is 
carefully thought out and contains many 
instances of good planning, but we must except 
the arrangement whereby patients en route 
for the dining-room are brought so near to 
the receiving entrance. The elevations in 
this case are entirely successful and appropriate. 

We welcome one or two good schemes from 
Manchester architects. Messrs. Sykes & Evans 
submit a clear and well-thought-out block plan, 
which might with advantage be spread out 
a little more. They have evidently given 
much study to the aspect of the various rooms 
the working arrangements are admirable, but 
the accommodation for short-period cases is 
not so well devised. Mr. J. D. Holt’s plan is 
sound in all but the way in which he cuts up 
the spaces between his buildings by sanitary 
towers and —_ ae. Mr. J. D. 
Lodge submits a c scheme upon ingenious 


lines distinguished mainly by the diagonal axes 
which have figured largely a some of his plans 


of late. It is a plucky attempt to obtain the 
best possible aspect—an alliance with a refrac- 
tory north point whereby a handicap of forty- 
five degrees of sunny aspect results, but 
at the cost of coherence in the block plan. It 
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is all thorough] worked out and excellent in 
all thoroughly Temarked that Mr, Lodge, in 
company With the winners, have not brought 
their patients’ entranee to the middle of the 


group. 


—— oo 
GENERAL NEWS. 





University Awards in Architecture. 
University of London, King’s College. 
The First-Class Certificate in Architecture, 
i exempting from the Intermediate Examination 
4 of the Royal Institute of British Architects, has 
been a ward to A. M. Aly, M. A. Atalla, F. FE. 
Hudson, and H. Izay. The external examiner 
was Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood, F.R.I.B.A. The 
following special prizes have also been awarded 
in the day classes :—Studio, M. A. Atalla, Bronze 
Medal; H. Izzy, prize in books. Architectural 
History : (a) Classic, prize in books, W. Holden. 
(}) European, Bronze Medal, L. W. Walker ; 
Building Construction: (e) Preliminary and 
Carease Work, prize in books, F. E: Hudson ; 
(f) Work of the Finishing Trades, Bronze Medal 
W. Holden; (g) ‘Sanitation and Advanced 
Construction, Bronze Medal, H. Tazy. 


University of Sheffield. 


The Diploma in Architecture has been 
awarded as follows :—First-class, John C. P. 
‘Toothill; second-class, Harry B. 8, Gibbs, 
Certificate in Architecture—First-clase, John H. 
Odom; second-class, Henry B. Leighton, 
(ieorge A. Booker (on completion of design). 
As the course for the diploma is a five years’ 
one the Diploma in Architecture is now awarded 
for the first time. The external examiner was 
Professor F. M. Simpson, F.R.1.B.A. 


Sir F. W. Wills, Kat., P.R.1.B.A. 


Sir Frank W. Wills, Lord Mayor of Bristol, 
upon whom the King conferred the honour of 
Knighthood on Friday last, is a Past-President 
of the Bristol Society of Architects. He was 
elected a Fellow of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects in 1900, and served as a 
member of Council. He was the architect of 
the Red Maids’ School, St. George’s Public 
Library, Taunton School Chapel, the Municipal 
Art Gallery, the Bristol Museum extension 
scheme, and many other public and private 
buildings in Bristol and around. 


Cathedrals of England and Wales. 


Mr. B. T. Batsford will publish in a few days 
a new and re-illustrated edition of Mr. Francis 
jond's “ Cathedrals of England and Wales.” 


Appointment : British Museum, Prints and 
Drawings Department. 


vacancy caused by the retirement of Sir 
Colvin, Keeper of the Prints and Draw- 
been filled by the appointment of Mr. 
Campbell Dodgson, M.A. Oxon., who has been 
t 1 the department during twenty 
- Mr. Dodgson was a scholar of 
‘ster and New College, and graduated in 
* has compiled a catalogue of early 

id German wood-cuts, 


Telegraph-hill, Hampstead. 


Ha ‘pstead Heath Protection Society 
7 ration in their efforts to preserve 
(le the 5 aeres of Telegraph-hill 
h n the western .side of the Heath, 
‘Vest Heath-road and Platt’s-lane, 
on property of Sir Spencer Maryon- 
| of the manor. Telegraph-hill, 
titude of some 300 ft. above sea 
‘ods a beautiful prospect of the 
‘J western environs of London, 

\: as far as Windsor Castle. 


Richmond Bridge. 


mond and Twickenham Councils 
dl Re project “ widen Richmond 

_to Improve the approaches b 
. weir gradient-rates, and have jointly 
° he county authorities in the matter, 
_. sve scheme is suggested—the con- 
{ anew on lower down the river 
2thent with the main road from Kew. 
mond Bridge, one of the most’ beautiful of 
© designs of James Paine, or Payne 


fla 


THE BUILDER. 


(who cry pH built the old bridge at Kew), 
assisted by Kenton Couse, of the then Board of 
Works, at a total expense of 26,0001. The Act 
13 Geo. IIL, c. 83, enabled the Commissioners 
to purchase the lessee's interests in the ferry, 
which yielded some 1,300/, per annum. The 
bridge, as the Act provides, one a middle arch 
of 60 ft. i ay and 25 ft. high from low-water 
line, the side arches decreasing proportionately ; 
there are also five brick arches on the Middlesex 
shore for the escape of flood waters. The width 
between the parapets is 24 ft. On January 3, 
1903, we published a two-page view of the 
bridge, from a drawing by Mr. W. Monk. 


Westmorland ‘Ancient’ Monumen’s. 


Mr. J. F. Curwen, F.S.A., Mr. W. G. Colling- 
wood, F.8.A., and Professor Haverfield have pre- 
pared a lengthy report on the ancient buildings, 
earthworks, and other monuments of antiquity 
in the county of Westmorland. Referring to an 
accompanying schedule, they observe :-—‘‘ We 
would ask you [the members of the County 
Council] not to deem any item as unworthy of 
protection because it is little known or scarcely 
visible to the eye. Forming as they do the 
landmarks of topography and history, each one 
contributes to our knowledge of Westmorland, 
and, however doubtful some may be until further 
explored, they are all the more worthy of care, 
because they feo not yet told their story. We 
have desired to schedule mediwval grave-slabs, 
and also sculptured fragments at present 
sheltered in the churches. At first sight this 
may appear unnecessary, but sculptured stones 
are protected in the Scottish churches, and 
without this there is nothing to prevent any 
incumbent from turning such relics out of 
doors.” After urging the importance of 
putting the Ancient Monuments Acts into 
operation, the report points out that, however 
careful the present owners may be, it does not 
follow that the monuments will not, at some 
time, pass into the hands of those who have 
no interest in them, and the fact is indisputable 
that each year numbers of earthworks are 
destroyed, and, by gradual splitting, masonry 
falls to the ground. For example, the keep 
of Brough Castle is bound to collapse before 
long unless attended to, and Arnside Tower is 
in considerable danger. 

The schedule of “ monuments” which it is 
suggested should be brought under the protection 
of the Acts includes Shap Abbey, founded in 
1191; St. Mary’s Chapel, Askham Hall, dating 
from the time of Henry IV., and now used as a 
dairy; Nether Bridge, Kendal, built before 
1376; Devil’s Bridge, Kirkby Lonsdale (prior 
to 1275); Appleby Castle (1174); Brough 
Castle (1170) ; Brow ham Castle (1220) ; Kendal 
Castle (1184); Pe on Castle (1180); some 
twenty pre-Norman (VIlIth to. XIth century) 
crosses and carved stone monuments ;- post- 
Norman market crosses at Ambleside, Appleby, 
Milnthorpe, and other places ; about 100 earth- 
works, forty-eight medieval grave-slabs, nearly 
a score of megaliths, fifteen pele towers, several 
holy or historic wells, ete. 


Aa Engineering Visit. 


A party of engineers, members of the London 
and couth-Western Railway staff at Eastleigh, 
have recently visited Manchester, spending three 
days there. They visited the following works :— 
British Westinghouse Electric and Manufac- 
turing Company; Ltd., Trafford Park; Great 
Central Railway Companies Works, Gorton; 
Crossley Brothers, Openshaw; Messrs. B. & 
S. Massey’s Steam Hammer Works, — 3 
Craven Brothers, Vauxhall Works, and 
Reddish, The arrangements were carried out 
by Messrs. Penningtons, Engineering Tutors, 
Oxford-road, Manchester. e visit was a 
success, and is likely to be the precursor of 
others. 


—_ = 
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Housing and Town Planning. Edited by 
Tuomas Cou, Assoc.M.Inst.E, (London : 
E. & F. N, Spon, Ltd. - 10s. 6d. net.) 


Tuts volume consists of seventeen papers 
nted for discussion at the Conference with 
tes from local authorities on Housi 
and Town Planning held under the auspices o 
the Institution of — and tng | Engi- 
neers. at West Bromwic Sa eS 
complete illustrated report papers 
discussion at such an‘’important Conference 
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as this forms a record of considerable value. 
The papers cover a wide field and deal with 
many aspects of the question, and acquire a 
special interest for the reason that, having 
been contributed by members of the Institution 
of Municipal and Borough ineers and others 
holding similar official positions, they afford 
an insight into the point cf view and give the 
experience of those directly connected with the 
administration of the Act. Of special value is 
the record of work done in such large towns 
as Leeds, Sheffield, and Liverpool. Apart 
from the diagrams in the text, a collection of 
thirty-nine illustrations bearing on the general 
question adds to the interest of the volume 
as a book of reference. 


The Law of Town Planning for Scotland. By 
ALEXANDER Wuire, LL.B., W.S.  (Edin- 
burgh and London: William Green & Sons, 
Law Publishers. 1912: Price 5s. net.) 


Tuts excellent little handbook should be found 
very useful by county or borough officials and 
by all those in any way concerned with the 
administration of the Town Planning Act in 
Scotland. It discusses briefly and lucidly 
the different aspects of the Act under such 
headings as Beauty, Prevention of Over- 
crowding, Traffic Facilities, Open Spaces, etc., 
and deals also in like manner with the necessary 
procedure and such questions as compensation, 
finance, and the encouragement of building 
societies. A valuable feature of the book is an 
Appendix containing the statute with explana- 
tory notes, schedules, procedure, regulations, 
and the forms of the various notices, resolutions, 
etc., which are applicable to the different stages 
of the proceedings. There is a useful index, 
and paper, printing, and binding are good. 
We welcome every attempt to bring home to 
local authorities the advantages and possibilities 
of this Act. 


ie 
o> 


CORRESPONDENCE. 





A Suggested Whitehall Improvement. 


S1r,—In reference to the article appearing in 
the ** Monthly Review of Civic Design’’ in your 
issue of the 7th ult., and the plan for a proposed 
new street which, as you point out, would 
provide for a fine architectural treatment 
of the east side of Whitehall. 

The Public Offices (Sites) Bill, now before 
Parliament, deals with the matter of the 
acquisition of the site for a new block of Govern- 
ment offices between Horse Guards-avenue on 
the north and Montague House on the south, 
and the plans prepared show that it is intended 
to place the new building behind and parallel 
with the Banqueting Hall, while the Embank- 
ment frontage is to be on a line drawn from 
the angle of New Scotland-yard Buildings to 
Whitehall-court. 

This arrangement, if proceeded with, would 
effectually and permanently prevent any such 
improvement as suggested in your plan, and 
would be, I venture to think, a most inadequate 
treatment for so important a thoroughfare. 

As it is apparent that, with the steady 
increase in the number of Government offices, 
the whole of this area between Horse Guards- 
avenue and Bridge-street will eventually be 
required for public buildings, it is urgently 
necessary that the first step in laying-out this 
area should be to provide for future extension, 

The triangular shape of this district makes 
this a matter for po consideration, and the 
chief question appears to be as to whether 
it is better to,keep the Embankment frontage 
to the line of Whitehall-court, ete., or to treat 
Whitehall as the important frontage and 
arrange the buildings to open this out and 
produce a fine architectural effect. 

From an architectural, historical, and practi- 
cal point of view it seems to be obvious that the 
latter solution is the correct one, and the pro- 
vision of the suggested new street or some 
similar plan should be adopted. 

The present pro would leave the 
Banqueting Hall, United Service Institution, 
and Gwydir House standing as a detached 
island without any architectural coherence, 
it would not in any way improve the traffic 
route, and the opportunity would be lost 
of making beth a monumental site at the 
junction of the proposed new street and also 
a ificent vista looking down the new 
street with Westminster Abbey as the culmi- 


nating-point. 
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A Suggested Whitehall Improvement. 


This is a matter which might be seriously 
considered by the Institute and representations 
made to the authorities before the plans have 
progressed too far to allow of alteration ; but 
as the Sites Bill is now being considered these 
measures should be taken at once. 

E. Howiey Sm. 


Timber Specifications. 


Str,—The correspondence which has ap- 
peared recently on the above subject in your 
valuable paper has, I am sure, been followed 
with great interest by those who have from 
time to time come into contact with specifica- 
tions which have certainly not been “up to 
date.” 

“A Reader” has set out his ideal specifica- 
tion, but upon analysis it proves to be unprac- 
ticable owing, apart from the question of cost, 
to the fact that the import of timber of the 
qualities he mentions for joinery, and also for 
yellow floorings, are not sufficiently large to do 
a twentieth part of the contract work of this 
country, and if such a specification was 
generally accepted by the architectural pro- 
fession it would simply mean that the shippers 
would be compelled to meet the demand by 
reducing the standard of their shipments—+.e., 
that what are now known as firsts would have 
added to them the seconds and possibly some 
thirds, all to be called “firsts” to make 
sufficient to meet the demand of the architects’ 
specification, so that the new position would 
he worse than the old. 

Xeferring to his general clause at the end, 
I, together with many other readers, would 
be glad to know his definition of “ thoroughly 
seasoned ” timber as applied to (1) carcassing 
timber, (2) joinery timber, (3) flooring; the 
term is so generally used and so little under- 
stood that any assistance he can give in this 
direction would be much appreciated. 

To specify particular brands and shipments 
must surely be quite out of the question, as 
pointed out by your correspondent last week, 
and for the further reason that should a con- 
tractor have a large stock of timber of equally 
good quality, which has been in ~ stock 
several years, he is precluded from using it, 
and to comply with the specification to buy and 
use other timber which is no better, and not 
nearly so dry, thus giving no encouragement 
to the contractor to stock timber at all, but 
to purchase from hand to mouth as he requires it. 

The question is one altogether too lengthy 
to discuss in detail by correspondence. hat 
ig wanted is a conference between the inter- 
ested parties, which, I think, would lead to 
a much better understanding than now exists. 

Our thanks are due to “A Reader” for 
having initiated the discussion, and to you 
for the part you have taken in the furtherance 
of this much-needed reform. 

ANOTHER READER. 


Sir,—I have read with much interest Mr. 
James Davies’ letter in the current issue of 
the Builder, and, with your permission, wish 
to clear up some points he raises in connexion 
with my letter published on 21st ult. 

Mr. Davies refers in his second paragraph 
to “new clauses based upon limi informa- 
tion, conveying an illusory suggestion of up-to- 








date knowledge,” and in the fourth paragraph 
he says that I have ‘been well advised.” 
Why does he assume that the clauses are new 
and based upon limited information? They 
are not new so far as I am concerned, for 
can show my specifications quite similar ex- 
tending back to 1895. I say similar, because I 
do not always specify the same; it depends on 
the quality and locality of the work, on the 
availability and condition of the stocks in the 
market, revisions of nomenclature due to 
alterations of quality, classification, and 
changes of ownership of forests and mills, 
ete. Then I object to “limited information ”’ 
and “well advised.” If he infers that my 
information is limited, because I confined 
myself in the letter to a few shippers of each 
kind of material, I would refer him to the 
letter, in which it is stated, “I could give 
others equally as good.” As to well advised, 
it does not follow that when a professional 
man evinces a knowledge of trade techni- 
calities he has taken ad-ice from a member of 
a trade; and the suggestions of “ well advised ” 
and “limited information” both fall to the 
ground when I say that I have had no infor- 
mation or advice given me en arriére. As 
to “conveying an illusory suggestion of up-to- 
date knowledge,” Mr. Davies knows perfectly 
well that all the shippers I quoted are large 
present-day exporters of high-class material, so 
where does the illusion come in? 

In his fourth pareeregh. also. Mr. Davies 
asks, “ What is the builder to do when those 
shipments are not up to their usual standard, 
or when they are not available at all?” And 
he also states “there would not be anything 
like enough of their higher qualities to go 
round,” etc. If he will refer to my letter he 
will see that I have provided for these con- 
tingencies, for I say (sixth paragraph), “T 
qualify the specifying for certain reasons,”’ 
et seq. In the next paragraph I say, 
“Chiefly for best-class work,’’ and further 
on, “The stocks available and their imme- 
diate conditions would guide me personally as 
to whom I should include.” Now, I ask, suppose 
he was having a building erected in a certain 
place, and at a certain time, would he not 
stipulate what shipments and market qualities 
of timber were to be u in his own build- 
ing, gauging his requirements according to 
what he proposed to spend? That is exactly 
what I do, being guided entirely by what is 
available and suited as regards its immediate 
condition and value, and by the character, 
situation, and geographical locality of the 
work it is required for. 

Fifth paragraph of Mr. Davies’ letter. I 
may, perhaps, remind him that a_ building 
owner, through his specifier, or otherwise, has 
equally as much right to say exactly what 
shipments, qualities, etc., of wood goods he 
desires, as the timber merchant has to choose 
which shipments, etc., he will buy from the 
exporter, always. of course, providing he asks 
for something which is obtainable. 

I quite agree with the sixth paragraph of 
Mr. Davies’ letter, in which he re-echoes what 
IT said in the early part of my seventh para- 
graph as to general perfections: also my 
specification makes due allowance for centres, 
knots, and sapw in deal. I do not suppose 
any reasonable man would expect in deal the 
nerfections yielded by more expensive woods: 
but if he is using an article with the avowed 
intention of saving money, it is only right 
such money should actually go to the client’s 
credit. In contract work the price to be paid 
by the building owner is fixed before the goods 
are supplied, and if by latitude in specifying 
the contractor is able to supply an article 
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which costs less money than he anticipated in 
estimating, you cannot blame him; therefore 
the specification should define what this saving 
is to be by specifying definite goods whic': 
will really save the money to the buildin, 
owner by their cheapness and suitability tak. 


together. 
| think it is undoubtedly due both to the 
building owner and the contractor that the 
former should get the best materials for the 
specific purpose at a fair price, and that the 
latter should have sufficiently definite infor- 
mation given him in the bills of quantities 
to enable him to base his price on practical, 
the same net cost as his competitor, and these 
would not obtain by. using the specification 
suggested in Mr. Davies’ letter. For one build- 
ing, seconds of certain shipments might be 
most suitable and economical in the long run. 
for another building perhaps fourths, and 
several different contractors, could start their 
prices at as many different rates per standard 
or load, according to their judgment of what 
the specifier would or would not pass. I mean 
that those acquainted with the specifier in 
previous works would know his peculiarities, 
and thus gain an advantage over those who 
did not, which, I submit, is not fair com 
petition. 
Apologising for trespassing on your valuable 
space, B. E. Latne-Pearson, 
Quality, Quantity, and Value Surveyor. 


[*,* The pu of this correspondence 
having been fulfilled, we cannot continue 
it.—Ep. } 


Machinery Used in Construction of Roads. 


Srr,—At a meeting of the Committee ap- 
pointed by the Local Organising Council of 
the International Road Congress (London, 
1913) to report on machinery used in the 
construction and maintenance of roads it 
was resolved that information relating to 
improvements effected during the last two 
years in sweeping machines, water vans and 
carts, light and heavy rollers, tarmacadam and 
concrete mixers, stone driers and heaters, 
transport engines and “oe stone crushers, 
pulsometer pumps, woodblock renovators, and 
any other machinery used for the above pur- 
pose, should be collected. 

Manufacturers and others willing to supply 

rticulars are invited to send catalogues to 
J. 8. Killick, Engineering Inspector, the Road 
Board, Queen Anne’s Chambers, Westminster, 
S.W. (Sgd.) W. Rexzs JEFFREYS, 

Hon. Secretary. 
Permanent International Association of 
Road Congresses. Local Organising 
Committee, London Congress, 1913. 





The Architect as Arbitrator. 
Str,—In the short article under the above 
heading in your issue of June 28 the writer 
suggests that, but for its inclusion in the new 
edition of a certain well-known work, the 
important case of C. R. Roberts & Co. ». 
Hickman & Co. would have passed unnoticed. 
May I point out that a good report of it 
appeared in your own columns in the issue of 
ay 12 last year, and also that the case has 
been much discussed during the last few months 
in connexion with certain papers read at the 
Royal Institute of British Architects ? 
E. GREENOP. 


Senne tie te ae 


INTERCOMMUNICATION 
COLUMN. 





Mural Painting. 


_ Smm,—I am about to execute a mural paint- 
ing on the walls of a new church, and am 
anxious to avoid disaster from damp. I 
purpose to work on canvas in tempera. Can 
your readers advise me as to how the canvas 
should be treated and fixed to the wall, so as 
to avoid “sagging’’ and the ill-effects of 
damp? Murat Painter. 


Foundation for Maple-Boarded Floor. 
Srr,—I should be much obliged if you would 
so kind as to let me know what is con 


sidered to be the best foundation for a maplc 
boarded floor in a 


ard uash racquet court. I am 
building one near York, in which it is decided 
to use maple boards, and I am told that « 
eoke breeze floor under it, and to which it 
would be nailed direct, is a thing, bu: 
would be glad to know whether you confirm 
this. court is 35 ft. by 20 ft. inside: 
walls are brick. Ernest R. Waker. 
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ILLUSTRATIONS. 


od 


Liverpool Garden Suburb. 


HIS illustration is given in connexion 
with an article in our Monthly 
teview of Civie Design on page 13, 
ates where a description of the garden 

suburb will be found, 





Design for the Pearl Assurance Offices. 

Proressor Prre’s design was submitted in 
the lin ited competition recently held for the 
cs of the Pearl Assurance Company, now of 
‘delaide-place, London Bridge, proposed to be 
ected upon a large site on the south side of 
Holborn, where the thoroughfare widens near 
‘incolp’s Inn-fields, The dignity of a great office 

entrance to a quadrangle and series 
‘ are the elements to be expressed, 
ind Portland stone being the materials 


rt 


Lite 


1. Perey Monckton, F.R.I.B.A., was 

in the competition. The building is 
i progress, and it is hoped that it will be 
‘i. Tr occupation next year. The estimated 
it 158.0001. 


eset 


Church Hall, New Brighton, Cheshire. 


ding, which is now in course of 

is situated at New Brighton, 

‘ opposite St. James’s Church, with 
onnected. It is being built out of 

by the late Mr. Frederic North for 

se, The walls are faced with 2-in. 

bricks from Basingstoke, and similar 

' brick dressings, relieved with stone 
pings, and the stonework around the 
itrance and oriel window on the ‘south 
‘le roof is covered with grey slates from 

‘isen tneashire. The window jambs and 
li ns are of stone, with moulded brick jambs. 
“); Snd sills around them on the outside, and 
ized with leaded lights and iron casements. 


Design for the Pearl Assurance Offices. 
By Professor Beresford Pite, F.R.1.B.A. 


Internally the hall is arranged with three class- 
rooms on the north side, which are divided 
from it and from each other with sliding glazed 
screens, so that the whole may be used as one 
hall when desired. Underneath the retiring- 
rooms behind the stage a gymnasium for boys 
is arranged. The builders are Messrs. Jones 
& Sons, of Liverpool, and the architect is Mr. 
E. Guy Dawber, F.R.1.B.A., of London. The 
drawing is exhibited at the Royal Academy. 


House at Worplesdon. 

Tae drawing which is reproduce 1 herewith is 
exhibited in the Royal Academy, and illustrates 
a house which has recently been completed at 
Worplesdon. The site selected is a most 
beautiful one of ten acres immediately adjoining 
Worplesdon Golf Links and within a mile of 
Brookwood Station. It is well wooded, and 
slopes gently to the south, giving plenty of 








scope for the architect in his treatment of the 
gardens. 

The house itself is built of Lawrence's 2-in. red 
bricks of varied hues of reds and of beautiful 
texture ; the windows are of Monks Park stone, 
with steel casements. The roofs are covered 
with Ames & Hunter's red tiles, also of varied 
colours, the whole effect of colour being that of 
an old house harmonising well with the setting 
of trees. 

The ceilings of several of the rooms are 
treated with modelled plasterwork by the 
Bromsgrove Guild, who also supplied the lead 
rainwater heads. 

The electric lighting is by Messrs. Elliott & 
Co., of Oxford; and the heating by Messrs. 
Jeffries & Co., of Old Queen-street, 8S.W. The 
sanitary fittings have been supplied by Messrs. 
John Bolding & Sons; and the grates and 
chimneypieces by the Well Fire Company. 

The sewage is treated by means of bacteria 
beds, supplied by Messrs. Tuke & Bell. 














Church Hall, New Brighton. 


Mr. E. Guy Dawber, F.R.1.B.A., Architect. 
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The whole scheme of building includes three 
lodges and a garage. The general contractors 
are Messrs. G. E. Wallis & Sons, of Maidstone ; 
and the architect is Mr. Leonard Martin, 
F.R.LB.A., of Seymour House, Waterloo- 
place, Pall Mall, S.W. 


———__—_o->-e-— ——— 
MEETINGS. 


Jerry 4, 5, anp 6. 


Liverpool Architectural Society (Incorp wated).—The 
Architectural Associations of London and Dublin will 
visit Liverpool on Thursday, Friday, and Saturday 
It has been arranged by the Council to entertain the 
visitors toa supper, to be held at the University Club, 
on the evening of Saturday, July 6, at 8 p.m. 

: Mowpay, Jury 8. 

The Tacorporated Clerks of Works’ Association (Carpen- 
ters’ Hall, London-watl).—Paper by Mr. W. E. Robson, 
M.Inst.E.E., on “‘ Electric Railways.’ 8&8 p.m. 


ee 
COMPETITION NEWS. 


A list of current Competitions is printed on 
ep 
page ad. 


Our Regent's Quadrant Competition. 

We have received the Assessors’ Report in 
this competition, which we print verbatim 
herewith :— 

‘“ The award has been made as follows :— 

First place, Design No. 129. 

A prize of Ten Guineas each to designs Nos. 
103 and 99. 

The Assessors consider that the principles 
embodied in the design placed first, as illus- 
trated in the alternative sketch, are effective 
as carrying on the main horizontal lines laid 
down by the Piccadilly Hotel frontage, while 
preserving a scale of architecture suitable for 
the width of this particular street. They regret 
that the shop fronts and frieze of the windows 
under the main cornice were not detailed on the 
eighth-seale drawinz, as they are shown on the 
alternative sketch. 

No. 103 shows the same regard for practical 
considerations and general proportions as the 
above, but the use of pediments on this curved 
frontage is questionable, and the depth of the 
recessing between the two end blocks is too 
great. The detail would require to be more 
scholarly in execution than suggested on the 
drawing. 

No. 99. The great architectural ability and 
accomplishmeat of this design is evident, but 
the seale of portions of the building is 
dangerously large, and that part of it above the 
present hotel cornice line is quite out of keeping 
with the street, except at the end overlooking 
the Circus. The Assessors%also “desire to 
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mention Design No. 26 on account of the 
ingenious and effective treatment of the shop 
frontage and story over. 

Wituiam Fiocxsarr, F.R.1B.A. 

E. A. Ricxarps, F.R.1.B.A. 

Avan E. Monsy, M.A., A.R.LB.A.” 

From a letter accompanying this Report we 
understand that the Assessors assume that the 
three designs specially mentioned, ther 
with No. 26, will be considered by Messrs. 
Swan & Edgar, who have interested themselves 
in this matter, “ and it is their hope” that the 
authors of all designs recommended may find 
themselves engaged in some way in the rebuild- 
ing of Regent-street. 

We have pleasure in giving the names of the 
successful competitors as follows :— 

No. 129.—Messrs. A. E. Richardson & C. L. 
Gill, A.R.1.B.A., London. 

No. 103.-—Mr. Albert W. Moore, F.R.1.B.A., 
London, 

No. 99.—Messrs. Tait & Whitelaw, London. 

No. 26.—Mr. George Drysdale, A.R.1.B.A., 
London. 

Cheques for the following amounts are being 
forwarded to the successful competitors. First 
premium, twenty-five guineas; to the authors 
of designs placed second and third, ten guineas 
each: and five guineas to the author of design 
No. 26. 


The ‘‘Lee’s Rest Houses," Hall. 


The executors under the wil! of the late 
Dr. Lee, of Hull, invited local architects, with a 
limited number of others, to submit designs in 
competition for a proposed scheme of Rest 
Houses. Mr. Edwin Cooper, F.R.I.B.A., was 
appointed assessor. The result of the com- 
petition is announced as follows :—First, Mr. 
Henry T. Hare, F.R.1.B.A., London; second 
(501), Messrs. W. S. Walker & Son, Hull ; third, 
(251.), Messrs. Wills & Anderson, London, 
bracketed with Mr. H. 8. East, A.R.I.B.A., 


London. 


Nethertown Institute, Dunfermline. 


This competition was instituted in connexion 
with the Carnegie Dunfermline Trust. The 
cost of the building was not to exceed 7,0001. 
Mr. Ernest Auldjo Jamieson, of Edinburgh, was 
appointed professional assessor, and the follow- 
ing results are declared :— 

First premiated design (201.), Messrs. William- 
son & Reid, 6, High-street, Inverkeithing ; 
second premiated design (15/.), Mr. James D. 
Cairns, 63, George-street, Edinburgh; third 
premiated design (101.), Messrs. Walgate & 
Clough, 13, Lamont-road, Chelsea, S.W. The 
designs were exhibited at St. Margaret’s Lecture 
Hall, Dunfermline. 
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House at Worplesdon. 
Mr, Leonard Martin, F.R.1,B.A., Architect. 





[JULY 5, I912. 


Liandudao Police Court. 
In the competition for designs for this build. 
ing Mr. Joseph Holt, F.R.LB.A., 9, Albert 
square, Manchester, was successful. 


Welsh National Memorial Sanatoria. 
Owing to the expressions of dissatisfaction 
with the original conditions, the Executive 
Committee of the Welsh National Memorial to 
King Edward VII. have decided to dispense 
with the preliminary competition concerning 
neil sketches, and to invite architects at a 
Loar date to send in full and completed designs. 
The new competition will be an open one for 
plans to be prepared for buildings on the given 
site, and in the selection the emstsittes will 

be assisted by the advice of an assessor. 


New School at Northampton. 

The Finance Sub-Committee of the Education 
Committee of Northampton Town Council have 
decided, subject to the usual sanction, to take 
steps for the erection of a permanent public 
elementary school on a site in the Main-road, 
St. James's District. The school is to accom- 
modate 1,200 scholars in three departments of 
400 each, and to have a centre for manual 
instruction and a centre for the teaching of 
cookery and laundry work. The Committee 
have also decided to obtain the designs for the 
new school from competing architects of the 
town and county, and to appoint an assessor 
to adjudicate upon the plans submitted. 


——___+-}-e 
ARCHITECTURAL SOCIETIES. 


Hampshire and Isle of Wight Association of 
Architects. 

A general meeting of this Association was 
held at 45, Jewry-street, Winchester, on 
Monday last, Sir William Portal, Bt., F.S.A., 
President, and representatives from  Ports- 
mouth, Southampton, and Bournemouth being 

resent, After a list of candidates had been 

rought forward and voted upon (four new 
members being admitted), the draft rules, 
temporarily adopted on the formation of the 
Association last March, were reconsidered 
in detail and finally adopted with a few altera- 
tions. A Council of Management was formed, 
consisting of the President, the Vice-President 
(Mr. N. C. H. Nisbett), the Hon. Secretary and 
Treasurer (Mr. R. M. Lucas), the Assistant Hon. 
Secretary (Mr. Ingalton Sanders), and four 
Fellows of the Association, namely, Mr. R. F. 
Chisholm (Portsmouth), Mr. H. L. G. Hill 
(Winchester), Mr. G. A. Bligh Livesay (Bourne- 
mouth), and Mr. Percy G. Stone (Isle of Wight). 

In due course the Council will arrange a 
series of meetings to take place at various 
towns during the winter months. Information 
can be obtained from the Hon. Secretaries 
Bar-gate Chambers, Southampton. 


Royal Institute of the Architects of Ireland. 

A special meeting of the Council of this 
Institute was held at the Institute Rooms, 
No. 31, South Frederick-street, Dublin, on 
Juiv 1. The President, Mr. A. E. Murray, 
R.H.A., F.R.I.B.A., was in the chair. There 
were also present :—Messrs. A. G. C. Millar, 
C. H. Ashworth, G. P. Sheridan, P. L. Dickin- 
son, H. Allberry, F. Hayes, F. G. Hicks, L. 
O'Callaghan, J. H. Webb, R. Caulfeild Orpen, 
Professor W. A. Scott, and C, A. Owen, Hon. 
Secretary. 

Some correspondence from the Architectural! 
Association of Ireland in connexion with the 
design of labourers’ cottages was read. 

A report was read from the Committee 
appointed to arrange a public meeting to 
emphasise the institution of the Chair of 
Architecture at the National University. It 
was decided to postpone the matter until 
October, and the Committee were directed to 
arrange for a public meetingearly in that month. 

It was decided to hold a special meeting on 
July 15 to consider the matter, 


»- = 
—-2e 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Tae Matin Dratnace or Towns. By F. Neel 
Taylor. (London: C. Griffin & Co. 12s. 6d. 
net.) 


ENauisa MepiavaL ARrcalTEcTURE, in two 
volumes. By Cyril E. Power, A.R.LB.A. 
(London: Messrs. Talbot. 2s. 6d. net each.) 


County Cuurcnes, Surrotk. By T. H. 


Brveant. (London: George Allen & Co. 2 vols. 
2s, 6d. net cach.) 
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TO HIGH HOLBORN. 
‘FICES. HOLBORN.—By PRoFEssor Beresrorp Pitz, F R.1.B.A 
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The Liverpool Garden Suburb: House in Fieldway-square. 


Mr, G. L. Sutcliffe, F.R.1.B.A., Architect. 


THE LIVERPOOL GARDEN SUBURB. 


suburb by the Liverpool Garden Suburb 
Tenants, Ltd., in association with 
Co-partnership Tenants, Ltd., of 
forms part of the Marquis of Salisbury’s 
Liverpool estate. Jt is in the Wavertree 
district near Broad Green Station, and has an 
area of about 180 acres, of which the westerly 
third (see Fig. 1) lies within the City of Liver- 
pool, and the easterly two-thirds within the 
Urban District of Childwall. Between these 
two parts of the estate runs a north-and- 
ith ring road 108 ft. wide, designed by Mr. 
Brodie, the City Engineer, and constructed 
by the Corporation under special powers 
‘sa public improvement. That part of the 
est which lies within the city boundaries 
is ut 160 ft. above ordnance datum, and 
is nearl The Childwall area is undu- 


ae E land now being developed as a garden 


London, 


Ly level. 
latir Broad Green Station, on the London 
and North-Western Railway, is near the north- 
east corner of the estate, and the Liverpool 
i)s pass the Picton Clock-tower, which 
‘bout a third of a mile west of the estate. 
‘ Various reasons, among which the drainage 
ities and proximity to the tramway route 
tay be mentioned, it was decided to begin work 
in the north-west corner of the property. 
Before dealing with the approved lay-out 
plans it will be interesting to refer to Fig. 2, 
10WS how the land could have been laid 
mply with the minimum requirements 
Liverpool Corporation’s Acts and by- 
if this arrangement had been adopted 
tance between the fronts of opposite 
would have been 43 ft. 3 in., and between 
ks 29 ft., and the number of houses per 
ould have been about forty-one, with 
‘tage frontage of 15 ft., or thirty-four 
an average frontage of 18 ft. Back 
ft. wide would have been constructed, 
«between these and the houses on either 
“nt would have been back yards 10 ft. wide, 
yt Y paved and partly occupied. by out- 
/Jcings. In the whole area there would have 
chanen place for outdoor recreation, either for 
weren or for adults, except the streets, and 


aty 
ul 


and 
h 


at the best the use of streets as playgrounds 


is strictly and rightly limited by the police. 
Every tree would have been cut down, every 


blade of grass destroyed, and no place would 
have been left for a green thing to grow in 
except narrow strips of so-called “ gardens,” 
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Fig. 1. The Liverpool Garden Suburb. 
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Fig. 2. Plan showing possible Development of 25 acres in accordance with the 
Liverpool Acts and By-laws. 


mostly 3 ft. 7 in. wide, between the fronts 
of the houses and the main streets. 

This plan is no worse than many which have 
been actually carried out in Liverpeol and 
other cities and towns. In one or two respects, 
indeed, it may be better, for it embodies the 
requirements of the most recent Liverpool 
Act dealing with streets, namely, the Liverpool 
Corporation (Streets and Buildings) Act, 1908. 
Sect. 6 of this Act empowers the Corporation 
to demand a width up to 80 ft. for new streets 
which, in the opinion of the Corporation, will 
form main thoroughfares or means of commu- 
nication between main thoroughfares. Under 
this section the Corporation asked for the 
widening of Thingwall-road to 80 ft. and of 
Wavertree Nook-road to 50 ft., and for the 
construction of a new road 60 ft. wide parallel 
to the western boundary and leading from 
Thingwall-road to green fields beyond the 
northern boundary of the estate. Sect. 12 
of the same Act provides that no new street 
more than 150 yds. in length shall be laid out 
in the city without at least one intersecting 
street in every 150 yds. thereof, and, further, 
that not more than thirty houses shall be 
erected on either side of any such street between 
any two consecutive intersecting streets. 
This section was drafted mainly for the purpose 
of giving more air-space and freer circulation 
of air around houses, and the two sections taken 
together enable the Corporation to reduce 
appreciably the number of houses which can 
be crowded on a given area. In Fig. 2 the 
Corporation's requirements under these new 
regulations are complied with, but even then 
the number of houses per acre may be as many 
as forty -one,. 

Development of a Jarge area on such lines 
would be a public misfortune—a fact which has 
been recognised by the Liverpool Corporation 
for some years. In the Act of 1908, already 
referred to, an important section (sect. 14) 
empowers the Corporation to relax the Liverpool 
Acts and by-laws with regard to the construction 
of streets in those cases where the owner of a 
building estate sets apart, “‘ as a garden or open 
space or . . . as a public garden or 
recreation ground,” a piece of land not less 
than one-tenth of the estate and not less in any 
case than | acre. The marginal note to the 
section is telaxation of Acts and By-laws,” 
but as a matter of fact the section goes much 
further than this ; not only may the Corporation 
dispense with the observance of “any of 
the provisions of any Act or by-law in force 
within the city relating to paving, metalling, 
flagging, channelling, or making up of streets,” 
but may themselves at their own expense carry 
out the work. I do not know whether the 
Corporation have at any time borne the expense 
of street construction under the powers con- 
ferred by this section ; what I do know is that 
my suggestion that they should do so in the case 
of the second part of the Liverpool Garden 
Suburb was not adopted. What the Corpora- 
tion can do, however, under the section, in the 
public interest and without expenditure of 
public money, they are willing to do. 

Fig. 3 shows the approved lay-out plan of 
the first and second areas. The first part to 
the west of Wavertree Nook-road contains 
about 11} acres, and was laid out in 1910 by 
Mr. Raymond Unwin, F.R.I.B.A. The three 
short streets leading out of Northway and 
Wavertree Nook-road, and the two short streets 


leading out of Nook-rise, were provided to 


comply with sect. 12 of the Act of 1908—that _ 


is to say, the section requiring an intersecting 
street every 150 yds. The land lying between 
Wavertree Nook-road and Queen’s-drive has 
an area of about 14 acres, and has been laid 
out recently by the writer. In each case 
the number of houses will not exceed eleven 
per acre, and more than one-tenth of the area 
will be set apart as open spaces. It is clear at 
a glance, however, that the development of 
the second area represents a different inter- 
pretation of the local Acts and by-laws from 
that which obtained when the plan of the 
first area was under consideration. The 
writer's original scheme for the second area 
showed Fieldway approximately as in the 
final plan, but, instead of a central square being 
provided, Fieldway itself forked to the right and 
left, the former branch curving round to enter 
Hey wood-road at right angles and being crossed 
by an intersecting cul-de-sac, and the latter 
curving to meet Wavertree Nook-road opposite 
Nook-rise. This plan afforded facilities for 
through traffic across the two areas, and was 
submitted to the Corporation in the belief 
that it complied fully and clearly with the 
provisions relating to intersecting streets. 
The Corporation thought otherwise, and in 
the end the plan was withdrawn and a new 
plan on different lines was prepared and ulti- 
mately approved. This is shown to a small 
scale in the right-hand half of Fig. 3, and to 
a larger scale and in fuller detail in Fig. 4. It 
has the great advantage, from the economic 
point of view, of low capital outlay in road 
construction. The north and south axis of 
the design is the proposed road called ‘‘ Field- 
way,’ which is 36 ft. wide (including the grass 
margins), and will eventually be continued 
in a straight line to a cricket and football 
field of about 8 acres on the south side of 
Thingwall-road. ‘“ Fieldway”’ will then form 
the connecting-link between this large recreation 
ground at the south end and “ Ficldway- 
square’ at the north end. The road round 
the square is 18 ft. wide. This axial line is 
continued northwards by means of a covered 
way and footpath to Heywood-road, and at 
right angles to it is another line (passing 





[JULY 5, 1912. 


through the centre of the square) on which are 
constructed the paths and covered ways which 
connect the circular roadway of the square 
with Wavertree Nook-road on the one -hand and 
Queen’s-drive on the other. Each end of this 
line is to be constructed as an “ intersecting 
street,” and another such street is formed by 
the quadrangle in Heywood-road, 

There are at present two ponds in the sout).- 
west angle of this area, and the proposed 
buildings have been kept quite clear of them. 
The smaller pond will be filled up and the site 
use for house-gardens. The site of the larger 
pond is in the middle of an open space, and 
will probably be drained, partly filled, and 
used as a sunk playground for children. Other 
open spaces will be let as allotment-gardens 
to the Society’s tenants, The green in th: 
middle of Fieldway-square is intended for 
tennis-courts, and the trees around the green 
and at the sides of Fieldway will be flowering 
trees of moderate height ; forest trees would 
eventually darken the houses and obstruct 
the views. A general view of the square a> 
at present designed appears upon one of our 
inset plates in this issue. 

The development of the first area of 114 acres 
is now practically finished. One hundred and 
twenty-six houses have been built upon it, and 
a bowling green and two tennis-courts have 
been laid. A children’s playground has been 
formed and fitted with swings, etc., and allot- 
ment gardens have also been provided in 
addition to the house gardens. Thirty-eight 
houses are now being built on the second area 
and other houses will soon be begun. Two 
old houses. have been altered and enlarged 
to form a elub-house or institute, and the 
Liverpool Education Committee have been 
for some time negotiating for a school site 
on or near the suburb. 





G. L. Surc irre. 


A SUMMER SCHOOL OF 
TOWN PLANNING. 


Auruoven the town-planning movement 
continues to develop rapidly, facilities for 
the systematic study of this important and 
far-reaching subject hardly keep pace with its 
growth. With the exception of the school 
at Liverpool University and the course of 
lectures at Birmingham University there ir, 
so far as we are aware, no other teaching avail- 
able. Yet there must be a very large number 
of pupils and assistants in the offices of borough 
engineers and other officials of local authorities 
to whom a sound knowledge of the = 
and practice of town planning has become a 
vital necessity. To the borough engineer or 
surveyor of the future this subject will be of the 
first importance, and for those who aim at 
occupying the leading appointments in their 
profession it would seem to be essential, for it 
is not to be expected that the corporations of 
our large cities will in the future appoint 
officials who are ignorant of a subject which 
exercises so enormous an influence over the 
health and happiness of the people. 

Recognising the importance of the question 
and the lack of sufficient teaching, the Board 
to Promote the Extension of University 
Teaching of the University of London is pro- 
posing to hold a Summer School of Town 
Planning at the Hampstead Garden Suburb 





Fig. 3. Approved Lay-out Plan. 
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from August 3 to 17. Hampstead has been 
elected as the centre for the School as the 
r sults of systematic planning may be studied 
on the spot, and as further development of the 
suburb, in connexion with a town-planning 
scheme being prepared by the District Council 
of Finchley, is now being put in hand, students 
will have the added advantage of seeing the 
actual work in progress, 

The prospectus promises a crowded fortnight. 
Lectures on different aspects of the subject by 
such well-known authorities as Mrs. S. A. 
Barnett, Professor Adshead, Mr, Henry Vivian, 
J.P., Mr. Raymond Unwin, and others, will 
be arranged for in the mornings, leaving the 
rest of the day free for visits and excursions to 
such places as Letchworth, Hampton Court, 
Greenwich, and the London County Council 
Housing Scheme at Tottenham. A collection 
of drawings, plans, and maps will be exhibited, 
and a certificate of attendance issued with 
the authority of the London University Exten- 
sion Board will be given to the members of the 
School whe attend the lectures regularly. 

We are glad to see that the social side of the 
question, which contributes so much to the 
success of such undertakings, has not been 
overlooked, and that arrangements will be 
made to open the Garden Suburb Tennis and 
Bowling Clubs to the students of the Summer 
School. We particularly welcome this action 
of the University of London as further proof of 
the great interest it is now taking in this subject. 
It is much to be ho that the contemplated 
Chair of Town Planning may now be established 
so that a systematic course of study may always 
be open to the students of London and its 
neighbourhood. We shall watch this experi- 
ment with the greatest interest and wish it 
all success. 


THE TRAFFIC PROBLEM : 
A NEW PROBLEM. 


As we slowly progress towards the ideal 
city new problems and new obstacles arise and 
call for solution. At present a section of the 
daily Press is focussing public attention on the 
traffic problem—a question not by any means 
new, but, since the general application of the 
motor to everyday purposes, more acute. 
Recent correspondence has brought to light a 
singularly selfish point of view on the part of 
individual users of roads. Each party blames 
others; the motorist objects to the slower- 
moving horse, while the carman retaliates with 
complaints about excessive haste and monopoly 
of the road; the cyclist and the pedestrian in 
turn blame, and are blamed. The problem is 
full of interest to the student of social con- 
ditions, not only on the human side, but also on 
account of its bearing on the city of the future. 
lhe present situation emphasises only too 
clearly the penalties which must inevitably be 
paid for the lack of foresight displayed in the 
reation of new thoroughfares and the want of 
uy rt of the city's needs both present 
ind Tuture, 

The solution of the difficulty might perchance 

‘ound in the judicious regulation of traffic 

municipal ordinance, limiting the class of 

and the provision or setting apart of 

| tracks or hours of passage for the heavier 
‘lower-moving traffic, while for the 

and faster vehicles using the principal 

ifares compulsory stopping-places might 

These matters, however, are rather 

’ measures, but for permanent good 

‘’ town-planner must be consulted as well as 
— ‘rath. expert ; for this latter has a tendency 

''garl the appearance of the city as a minor 
consideration. In one ease, recently illustrated, 
‘ “ugee-lion was made for a kind of secondary 

‘! «1 viaduet on the roofs of houses—an idea 

a8 Obvious objections and is contrary 

leas of logic and design. Lasting good 

'v be attained by the provision of broad 
thoroughfares, with clear junctions, 

' with the idea of avoidance of collision 

hae: far as possible. On such roads there 

»e room for all kinds of traffic, both fast 

Ww, and there would be more light and 
‘tin the older part of the city financial 
- ‘ would prevent the general adoption of 
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Fiz. 4. The Liverpool Garden Suburb. 


Chicago, backed up by the necessary authority 
from the powers that be, we should be advanc- 
ing one step, and that without real hardship to 
any portion of the community. 


HOUSING AND TOWN 
PLANNING IN SCOTLAND. 


In their seventeenth annual Report the 
Local Government Board for Scotland says that 
during the past year they have every reason to 
be satisfied with the wide interest shown by 
local bodies and the public generally in con- 
nexion with the administration and execution of 
the Housing and Town Planning Act, both as 
regards the facilities provided in Part I. for the 
better housing of the working-classes, and the 
much-needed provision in Part II. of controlling 
the development of towns with the view to 
securing proper sanitary conditions and 
amenity. The Board are consulting the local 
authorities in the mining districts as to whether 
they have any amendments of the law to 
suggest to empower them to deal more 
efficiently with insanitary conditions. They 
were glad to note that, even apart from town- 
planning schemes, the Act has given an impetus 
towards better housing generally that deserved 
the fullest recognition. For example, their 
attention had been drawn to the erection on a 
large scale of miners’ cottages in the village of 
Kirkeonnel. On the south bank of the River 
Nith most of the cottages have a southern 
aspect, with a small garden plot in front and 
a garden behind. The gardens are to be 
enclosed ,with wooden fences, and the sloping 
bank of the river will be planted with shrubs. 
The Sanguhar and Kirkconnel Collieries Com- 
pany had restricted the number of houses to 
the acre to fifteen or sixteen cottages, and in 
addition to these it is proposed to build a hostel 
to accommodate forty unmarried miners. A 
similar scheme is also being proceeded with at 
Valleyfield by the Fife Coal Company. The 
houses, one story in height, are being built in 
blocks of twenty-four, and each block forms one 
side of a crescent, in the centre of which it 
is proposed to plant a shrubbery. The space 
connecting the crescents and abutting on the 
main road, which is 60 ft. wide, is to be reserved 
for shops. The site is an open one, beautifully 
ree we ig with a southern aspect, overlooking 
the Firth of Forth, and if the miners attend to 
their gardens the village will form a model 
for future schemes. The Manor House Powis 
Coal Company had also consulted the Board 
in connexion with a village they propose to build 
at their colliery near Causewayhead, Stirling- 
shire. 

During the year a number of local authorities 
have given consideration to the town planning 
portion of the Act, and the Board were 
encouraged to think that deep interest is being 
taken in the movement. The scheme for the 
extension of the Burgh of Dunfermline is of the 
first importance, the object being the creation 
of a town on garden city lines in connexion 
with the operations of the Admiralty at Rosyth. 


Proposed Development of 13} acres. 


The Board had had several conferences with the 
local authority of Inverkeithing in regard to 
a town-planning scheme. At Gourock and 
Greenock a Scottish Garden Suburb Company 
had been formed, and the Board understood 
that the company have had applications for 
all houses as soon as they are ready, Considera- 
tion is being given in Edinburgh to the improve- 
ment of the Canal District of that city. In 
Dundee three separate areas are being scheduled 
under town-planning schemes; whilst the 
Town Council have also before them a great 
improvement scheme prepared by Mr. James 
Thomson, the City Engineer, the most interest- 
ing features of which are :—({1) The widening of 
the Overgate and a large clearance of existing 
buildings at the west end of the High-street, 
with the view of creating an ornamental open 
space and exposing the west end of the group 
of city churches ; (2) the opening-up of Union- 
street, showing a boulevard and _ terminal 
vista, with monument looking across the Tay : 
(3) the clearing away of slums behind the 
Town House for a public market with roof 
garden ; and (4) the creation of a civic centre, 
to include a City Hall and municipal! offices, with 
a great sweep of river frontage to the south 
provided with ornamental grounds laid out on 
reclaimed land. Other towns bestirring them- 
selves are Bo'ness, Buckhaven, Methil and 
Inverleven, Clydebank, Partick, Pollokshaws, 
Leven, Rutherglen, and Wishaw. Of private 
schemes one of the most interesting is the 
proposed new residential garden suburb being 
planned on the estate of the Duke of Portland on 
the Ayrshire coast at Barassie. 


NATIONAL HOUSING AND TOWN 
PLANNING CONFERENCE, 1912 
(SCOTTISH SECTION). 


A CONFERENCE lasting for two days on the 
subject of the administration of the Housing 
and Town Planning Act was opened in the 
Trades Hall, Glasgow on Tuesday, June 18, 
and was attended by 230 delegates representa- 
tive of local authorities from all parts of Scot- 
land and of architectural and other societies. 

The arrangements were in the hands of Mr. 
Henry R. Aldridge (Leicester), Secretary of 
the National Housing and Town Planning 
Council, and it may be confidently said that 
any of the delegates who went conscientiously 
through the large mass of papers and reports 

rovided will have a thoroughly comprehensive 
nowledge of the administration and applica- 
tion of the Act. 

Generally speaking, it may be said that the 
Conference was a success in so far as it has 
stirred public opinion in Scotland to an interest 
in the subject, and the attendance of official 
delegates from so many burgh councils and 
local authorities is, we hope, an acknowledg- 
ment on their part that they recognise their 
duties under the Act and their intention to apply 
the knowledge gained locally. Unfortunately 
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The Giant's Goblet, Villa Farnese. 


(From the Town Planning Review.) 


the time allowed for the discussion of the large 
agenda provided was quite inadequate. 

The first day was largely given up to the 
discussion of administrative questions and 
the relations of cities to the county districts 
surrounding them—a subject of particular 
interest to Glasgow at present in connexion 
with the proposed extension of her boundaries. 
The question of roads was also discussed in 
detail. On Wednesday the Conference devoted 
its attention to various aspects of the housing 
question, including the peculiarly Scottish 
problem of tenement versus cottage dwellings. 
The tenement system came in for strong 
condemnation, and defence of it was hardly 
attempted, but we are afraid that con- 
demnation of it as a system will not prevent 
its continuance. Everybody grants that, other 
things being equal the tenement dweller would 
willingly become a cottage dweller if the oppor- 
tunity were given. The difficulty is that, while 
it may be healthier and pleasanter, the cottage 
is dearer and, as a rule, naturally more remote 
from his place of employment. ~ 

It was claimed that greater stability of 
structure was required in Scotland than is 
necessary in England, and it is possible that 
some relaxation of by-laws might be made 
with absolute safety, but the reason of the 
excessive cost of small dwellings in Scotland 
must, we think, be traced to the persistence 
in the use of traditional methods and materials. 
How often do we see quite small cottages being 
erected even only one story high with stone 
walls 2 ft. thick, which as a preventive 
to damp will be strapped and plastered inter- 
nally, making up a thickness of about 2 ft. 3 in. 
all round, a building possibly not larger than 
30 ft. by 20 ft. over all, and which will in 
wet weather stand as a solid 2 ft. ring of moisture 
only kept back by the vermin-harbouring 
air space behind the plaster! We fear that the 
days of the tenement are not yet numbered, 
but at any rate the public eye is being opened to 
its evils and with the desire for better will 
come the supply. 

Some figures as to the cost of cottage dwel- 
lings were submitted by Mr. A. N. Paterson, 
the President of the Glasgow Institute of 
Architects, and these were supplemented by 
the experience of other architects, : 


THE “TOWN PLANNING 
REVIEW.” 


THe Town Planning Review for April, being 
the first number of Vol. LIL, begins a new 
series of examples illustrating notable features 
of English towns. It leads off with “ The New 
Walk at Leicester,” by N. P. La'rd,a pedestrian 
parkway over 100 years old, and ** The Revelin 
Valley-road at Sheffield,” by W. Terrey, a 


modern municipal improvement opening up 
a beautiful piece of wild country. This series 
should form an interesting and valuable feature 
of this volume. 

The present number opens with “ Town 
Planning in Australasia,” by Charles C. Reade, 
which deals with the conditions and the progress 
made in the principal cities of Australia and 
New Zealand. It is illustrated by two general 
views of Adelaide and by maps and plans of 
the various cities dealt with. 

Professor Adshead continues his series of 
“The Decoration and Furnishing of the 
City,” in which he takes the point of view 
that “the purpose of the fountain is 
non-utilitarian; it transcends all mundane 
ideas. It is a work of art set up for art's 
sake alone.’ This article, like the previous 
ones of this series, is admirably illustrated 
by examples from different countries, mostly of 
the Renaissance period, one of which we are 
enabled by the courtesy of the Editor to 
reproduce. A fine view of the Medici Fountain 
in the Luxembourg Gardens at Paris forms the 
frontispiece to the number. 

An article of antiquarian interest is con- 
tributed by Pst Rathbone, being an 
account of the origin and growth of Deva— 
the Chester of Roman times—and an essay 
in restoration of its plan, with some account 
of its present Roman remains. According to 
Professor Haverfield, ** Deva was from first 
to last a fortress, always garrisoned by troops, 
always devoid of organised civic life and 
municipal institutions, but differing from some 
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other fortresses by the fact that its garrison 
consisted of legionary and not auxiliary troops.” 

This naturally influences the plan, which 
appears to have been practically a development 
of that of a camp. 

“Some Notes on the Act in Practice,” con 
tributed by A. 8. Soutar, are of special interest, 
as they are founded on the actual experience 
of the Ruislip-Northwood Urban District 
Council in applying the Town Planning Act 
to the development of the Ruislip Manor 
Estate; and ‘ Walkley,” by Charles Hobson, 
gives an account of the fifty years’ experience 
of a working man’s garden suburb on the out- 
skirts of Sheffield. 

* An Introduction to the Planning of Modern 
Italian Towns,” by Professor Adshead, promises 
in future numbers to analyse and give an 
historical retrospect of some of the more im- 
portant Italian towns. The present article 
is well illustrated by plans and views of Turin, 
one of which we are permitted to reproduce. 

* Notes on Current Town-Planning Schemes,” 
by the Editor, includes Southport (with plan), 
Middleton, Elleamere Port (with plan), and 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

‘A Chronicle of Passing Events” is of 
unusual interest, containing a view of the 
wroposed extension of the Avenue des Champs 
Slys‘es and the Avenue de la Grande Armée 
into the Forest of St. Germain; the premiated 
designs for the Prestatyn Estate, and the prize 
designs for a Liverpool! reconstruction scheme, 
which was the subject for the Lever prizes at 
the Liverpool School of Town Planning. 

In many ways the most interesting and 
stimulating article in this number is that on 
“The Monumental Qualities in Architecture,” 
by Professor Reilly, being a paper read before 
the Irish Architectural Association. Taking 
the Customs House, by Gandon, as his text, 
he examines the conditions and the attitude 
of mind, mental equipment, and training that 
made such a building possible, and suggests 
a return to Gandon’s method of education if 
we would produce similar results. In his 
analysis of “ the qualities we somewhat vaguely 
sum up in the word monumental,” Professor 
Reilly is not, we think, altogether satisfying. 
* Here, then,” he says, “‘ we have all the qualities 
which go to making the complete monument. 
Perfect unity, mass, great scale, and absolute 
refinement.”” Though these fine qualities could 
no doubt be traced in many monuments, they 
are surely—with the possible exception of 
*oreat scale ’’"—to be found as often in all 
fine works of architecture, whether monuments 
or not. Unity, indeed, is the necessary quality 
of every art conception—it could not be a 
complete conception without it. We should 
hesitate also to accept any definition of a 
monument that appeared to exclude such 
works as the Choragic Monument of Lysicrates 
on the score of lack of size or of largeness of 
scale, and we suggest, moreover, that it would 
perhaps be quite possible to imagine a building 
which might possess all the good qualities 
enumerated, and yet not be a monument. 

If an architectural monument is the expression 
of some spiritual idea or emotion in durable 
form, unity of conception is no doubt an essential, 
but beyond this it might naturally be supposed 
that a monument would be given just such 





Turin: Approach to the Church from the Piazza Vittorio Emanuele. 
(From the Town Planning Review.) 
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nitude of mass, largeness of scale, and 

ree of refinement, and no more, as was 

essary to exactly express the idea or senti- 
nt which prompted its erection. 

Chis, however, is not the main point of this 
admirable article, which everyone should read 
for themselves. 

LEADENHALL-STREET 
IMPROVEMENT. 

fur City Press publishes ‘a plan showing 
improvements which involve t widening 
of Leadenhall-street between its junction 
with Aldgate and Creechurch-lane. We under- 
stand that it was the desire of the Improvements 
Committee to widen this street to 50 ft. for 
the whole of its length between Billiter-street 
and Aldgate, but that it was unable to come 
to terms with the London County Council. 
Although far from complete, this improvement 
is a step in the right direction. A glance at 
the map of this part of London will reveal 
its importance. The City is approached from 
the east by one of the finest of our main traffic 
arteries, which enters the City proper at 
Aldgate. Here it bifurcates into two narrow 
streets, Fenchurch-street and Leadenhall- 
street, which eventually join again in front 
of the Royal Exchange, the civic centre of 
London. 

The importance of having these two streets 
of ample width, so forming an adequate 
approach from the eastern gate and facititating 
the flow of the traffic east and west, needs no 
demonstration. The ultimate widening of the 
whole length of Leadenhall-street to the 50 ft. 
proposed is the least that could be expected. 

Where this improvement seems to fall short 
is that it makes no attempt to deal with the 
acute angle formed by the junction of Leaden- 
hall and Fenchurch streets. The property 
acquired appears to have been only just 
sufficient to enable the widening of Leadenhall- 
street to be carried out, with the result that 
the fragments left are shallow and of little 
value, and the whole of the space of the triangle 
is cut up into small and awkwardly-shaped 
sites, which are difficult to deal with in any 
satisfactory manner. 

Had the whole of the triangle been acquired, 
these awkward sites at the apex could have 
been dealt with as one block, which would have 
increased their value and have enabled this 
angle to have been treated in a fine architectural 
manner more worthy of its position facing the 
principal eastern gate and approach to the 
centre of the City of London. 


LONDON IMPROVEMENTS. 


Tue Improvements Committee of the London 
County Council report that by reason of the 
heavy charges on the rates for repayment of 
debt and interest on the Westminster and 
“trand Improvements, they do not think it 

ise to recommend any further comprehensive 

me during the current year until the 
vlus lands on the present improvements 
fully developed, although they have 
rovements in different parts of London 
n under consideration. The Finance 
oc uuttee also report that these debt charges 
ha ‘wn from 591,9592. in 1901~2 to 965,0007. 
it 13, or from a rate of about 34d. in 
t! nd to one of about 5jd. In these 
snces they recommend the Council 
caret lly serutinise all future proposals for 
unprovenents schemes of any magnitude, and 
that the pace at which such schemes are under- 
rire uld be so arranged that the present 
“evl co onges are not greatly increased. 





CIVIC DESIGN NOTES. 


a A report issued in 1911 gives 

ne Art. an account of the vious 

mmission year’s work of the Art Commis- 

‘ew York, sion of the City of New York. 
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to be found such matters as a Monumental 
Approach to Manhattan Bridge, sculpture to be 
7m in the exterior of New York Public 

ibrary and on Bronx Court House, numerous 
drinking fountains in various parts of the city, 
a memorial to those who perished in the Maine 
and in the Spanish-American War, and numerous 
other memorials, tablets, etc. 

Among the seventy-three submissions of 
designs for “ public structures ” we find schools, 
bridge shelters, comfort stations, police stations, 
fences around parks, waste receptacles, etc., 
giving a great variety of subjects. 

One of the most interesting undertakings of 
the Commission has been the restorations of 
the old City Hall, built by John McComb in 
1810. Some of the principal rooms having 
been cut up with partitions and otherwise 
defaced, it was decided to restore them to 
their original condition. ‘The Governor's room 
was restored in 1909, and the present report 
now gives a view of the recent restoration 
to the Borough President's office, with an 
account of the work carried out. 

From the illustrations, which enable us to 
compare the designs approved with those 
disapproved, it is evident that the Commission 
is doing a most useful work and exercising 
considerable influence on the general appearance 
of the city. As we have previously pointed out, 
it is much to be regretted that similar institu- 
tions are not at work in all the principal towns 
of England. 


ALTHOUGH we understand 
Imperial Delhi.that it has practically been 

decided not to build the new 
Imperial Delhi on the Durbar site, we hope 
that one reason for this decision, given by the 
Pall Mall Gazette, that if this site is built on 
there will be no suitable place left for another 
Imperial assemblage, does not represent the 
ideas of those responsible for the lay-out 
of the new part of the city. 

Apart from its provision for administrative 
buildings, we should have thought that the 
underlying idea of such a city would be the 
creation of a permanent Durbar site archi- 
tectually arranged and brought into proper 
relation to the present city of Delhi. The 
mere provision of Government offices and 
residences, leaving the great ceremonial functions 
that typify the Imperial aspect of the problem 
to be dealt with in a temporary manner as 
occasion arises, hardly seems an adequate 
recognition of the possibilities of the situation. 


TOWN-PLANNING enthusiasm, 

Easy Ideals. building up its system of 
aims and conceptions of what 

is desirable, must beware always of the too 
facile assumptions, in which the vague well- 
meaners are so apt to indulge. Too much is 
glibly assumed to be the ultimately ideal, 
which, so far from being that, is hardly even to 
be tolerated as an ameliorative preliminary. 
An example of this is the hope expressed by the 
lecturer at the first meeting of the London 
Society that the maximum height of buildings 
would be, by statute eventually, at most equal 
to.the width of the street in which they stand. 
That aspiration, casually thrown out among 
n@ny such stated or implied, received some 
faint applause from an audience not beside 
itself with the heat of a great occasion. It 
was singled out. Here was something simple 
they could grasp. Narrow streets! How 
murky and dismal, in the examples shown, 
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as compared with some views of mere country, 
somewhat meretriciously adduced! It is the 
sort ofjsimple precept that may be repeated 
and eventually gain such general acceptance 
as to become a bye-law, and then a byword to 
those who really care. For one knows what 
would happen. Being the legal maximum, that 
proportion would become a rule, 

It has been pointed out with some frequency 
in these columns that civic design, or town 
tie even, is not a matter of two dimensions, 
vut, like architecture, of three. A’ town or 
a street cannot be plotted on paper and staked 
out on land and then left to be built up to a 
rule-of-thumb regulation height. Anyone who 
takes the trouble to investigate the matter 
will find that a street with buildings forming 
in section three sides of a square is a very 
unpleasantly - proportioned street indeed— 
perhaps the worst. On the quality of fine, 
road thoroughfares we are agreed ; and narrow 
streets, gaining by contrast, are to the wanderer 
enchanting. Good, too, for the inhabitant, 
better than the macadamised wildernesses one 
so often finds in the suburbs, for instance, and 
desirable in every way, if only we see to it 
that the space not wasted in street is properly 
spent in garden, quiet and private, behind. 


Tse Argyll-place and Noel- 
Argyll-place street improvement now being 
Improvement. taken in hand by the West- 
minster City Council will no 
doubt afford some relief to the congestion at 
Oxford-circus, as vehicles from Regent-street 
going east will be able to avoid it by makinz 
use of Great Marlborough-street. As, however, 
they will have to debouch into Oxford-atreet 
eventually, this improvement will be purelv 
local and not do much towards providing the 
much-desired relief street which Oxford-street 
so badly needs. It seems rather a pity that 
no attempt was made to formulate a more 
comprehensive scheme to create this. An 
extension of Conduit-street through to Great 
Marlborough-street and thence to the north 
side of Soho-square, and out into Charing 
Cross-road, would afford relief for a considerable 
distance, and, considering the class of property 
involved, would not be prohibitive on the score 
of expense. 
THe Imperial Road Board 
Conference of came in for a certain amount 
Road Engineers.of criticism at the annual 
Scottish district meeting at 
Stirling in connexion with the Institution of 
Municipal and County Engineers. In wel- 
coming the delegates, Sir Alan H. Seton Steuart 
is reported to have said that this august body 
had put the cart before the horse and imsisted 
on good surfaces to roads, whereas he held 
it was their first duty to see that they got good 
foundations to the roads. Mr. D. E. Cox, Road 
Surveyor to the Central District of Stirlingshire, 
in a paper dealing with the surface treatment 
of roads, thought that, although tar macadam 
might with advantage be used in populous 
places, it was not advisable to surface tarred 
metal on a country road with fine tarred 
material. During a frost such a surface was 
smooth and required to be regularly sanded 
to prevent accidents. The merits of “ rocmac ” 
and “tar macadam”’ were discussed and 
criticism was directed at the action of the Road 
Board in refusing to give grants for roads laid 
with “rocmac.” The opinion was expressed 
that strong representations should be made 
to the Road Board on the subject. 
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THE INSURANCE ACT.—IV. 


provisions of Part II. of the Insurance Act, 

which relate to employees, viz., the statu- 
tory conditions for receipt of unemployed benefit, 
the contributions required, and the benefit to be 
received, but there are other sections which 
still require notice, and we will, in the first place, 
consider the rebates or repayments allowed to 
workmen under certain conditions. 

By sect. 99, as we have pointed out before, 
an employer may come to an arrangement with 
the Board of Trade both as to workmen engaged 
through a Labour Exchange and as to workmen 
in his employ at the date such an arrangement 
is made, whereby the duties imposed upon the 
employer under any part of the Act may be 
undertaken by the Labour Exchange. Where 
such an arrangement has been se subsect. 
(2) provides that all the periods of employment 
during which a workman engaged through a 
Labour Exchange is employed by one or more 
employers with whom such an arrangement 
has been made, may, subject to regulations 
to be made by the Board of Trade on the 
application of the workman, be treated for the 
purposes of his contributions under Part II. 
of the Act, as a continuous period of employ- 
ment under one employer, and those regulations 
may provide for the refund of part of his con- 
tributions. Rule 34 of the Unemployment 
Insurance Regulations, 1912, deals with the 
amount to be refunded. The employers will 
have made the same deductions from the 
workmen’s wages as if no such arrangement 
existed, but the workman can make application 
to a local office for the difference between the 
amounts so deducted and the sum that would 
have been deducted had he been continuously 
employed under one employer during the 
same period. 

This section seems full of difficulties. The 
workman gets an advantage in being treated 
as continuously employed, but this advantage, 
as we pointed out in our article, June 14, is 
dependent upon the employer exercising an 
option in which the workman has no voice. 
Then supposing a workman te work for three 
employers in a week, two of whom have entered 
into such an arrangement but the third has not, 
does that break the claim of continuity ? 

Sect. 95 also contains provisions relating to 
the repayment of contributions to workmen. If 
a workman or his personal representatives show 
to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade that the 
workman has contributed under this part of 
the Act for 500 weeks or upwards, and that the 
workman had attained sixty years of age, the 
amount by which these contributions exceed 
the amounts received by him out of the un- 
employment fund, together with compound 
interest at 24 per cent., can be claimed. 

By subsect. 2 a repayment under this section 
does not affect the workman’s liability to go on 
paying contributions under this part of the Act, 
and if after such repayment he has to claim 


t our last article we dealt with some of the 


benefit, the contributions in respect of the 
period covered by repayment are to be calcu- 
lated as “‘the full number of contributions 


which is most nearly equal to five-eighths of the 
number of contributions actually paid during 
that period.” In other words, the employers’ 
contributions and the State subsidy are still 
held to his credit. Sect. 105, which enables 
arrangements to be made between the Board 
of Trade and associations of workmen who by 
their rules pay unemployed benefit to their 
members, we need hardly consider in detail 
here except to notice that Rule 10 of the 
Unemployment Insurance Regulations, 1912, 
provides a special procedure where workmen 
apply for unemployment benefit, and that 
when a claim for repayment is made under 
sect. 99 by workmen engaged through a Labour 
xchange the proviso to Rule 34 enacts that 
no workman shall be entitled to any repayment 
in respect of any contributions which have 
already been taken into account for the purpose 
of determining the amount of unemployment 
benefit to which he may be entitled, or the 
amount which may be repayable under sect. 105 
to an association in respect of that workman. 
Subsect. 2 of sect. 100 enacts that regulations 
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shall be made providing for the return to 
workmen and employers of any contributions 
paid under a misapprehension that the workman 
was employed in an insured trade, but in the 
case of workmen any benefit received is to be 
deducted. Rule 31 deals with these applications. 

Under sect. 91 (a) regulations may be made 
for permitting workmen who are employed 
under the same employer, partly in an insured 
trade and partly not in an insured trade, to be 
treated with the consent of the employer as 
if they were wholly employed in an insured 
trade.” 

Rule 35 represents these regulations, and 
simply provides that where such an arrange- 
ment has been come to between employer and 
workman the contributions shall be deemed 
to have been paid in respect of employment 
in an insured trade. 

It is not clear whether such an arrangement 
would prejudice the right to refunds, but we 
assume from the wording of the rule that these 
contributions are to be treated in every way as 
if they had been made in respect of workmen 
wholly engaged in insured trades. 

Under sect. 91 (f) regulations may also be 
made for providing that ‘‘ where any workmen 
are employed in or for the purposes of the 
business of any person, but are not actually 
employed by that person, that person may be 
treated for the purposes of this part of the 
Act as their pa se instead of their actual 
employer, and for allowing that person to 
deduct from any payments made by him to 
the actual employer any sums paid by him 
as contributions on behalf of the workman, 
and for allowing the actual employer to recover 
the like sums from the workmen.” We quote 
this subsection in full, for it is iapenalllle to 
a such a complicated piece of legis- 
ation, and the rule made under the subsection, 
viz., Rule 36, is even more confusing. 

The side-note to the rule is “ Workmen 
employed by one person for purposes of 
business of another.” The person originally 
employing the workman is termed the 
‘*Immediate Employer,” the other person is 
called the ‘ Substantial Employer,” and the 
rule provides that if workmen employed in an 
insured trade are employed in or for the 
purposes of the business of the ‘‘substantial 
employer”’’ by some other person who 
‘himself works wholly or mainly by way 
of manual labour” in that business, the 
‘substantial employer” is for the purposes 
of this part of the Act to be treated as the 
employer. The ‘ substantial employer” may 
decent from any payments due from him to the 
immediate employer any sums paid by him as 
contributions on behalf of the workmen, and 
the immediate employer may deduct from the 
workmen’s wages any sums so deducted. We 
can offer no satisfactory explanation of this 
subsection or the rule. They possibly fer 
to subcontractors, but they are very intricate. 

The sections of the Insurance Act which 
relate to unemployment insurance are sects. 84 
to 107, and it is this small portion of the Act, 
known as Part II., which we have with such 
indifferent success endeavoured to explain to 
our readers. Ninety-four sections of the Act 
relate to health insurance in terms, which are 
no less complicated than those we have been 
considering. The Act may surely be 
characterised as a wholly unprecedented piece 
of legislation. The Statute Book contains 
many statutes of considerable complication, 
but “ minikin pin” legislation such as this 
is a new and, we think, a very undesirable 
departure. It is not legislation, and it is not 
‘“* business.” It places not only a_ burden 
upon industry—industries are constantly being 
burdened by domestic legislation—but a clog. 
The employer has, in the first instance, to bear 
the whole charge imposed by the Act, and if 
he desires to recoup himself of the portion 
properly to be borne by the workman he has to 
solve a series of puzzles and also to risk 
estranging his workman. The workman must 
qualify in high mathematics to understand 
the benefit he is entitled to, an army of officials 
has to be engaged, and rules and regulations 
are issued in sheaves, and the total result is 
that each adult workman can only receive in 
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twelve months fifteen weeks’ 
benefit or a sum of five guineas as a 
maximum, Was there ever such a “ pother” 
about so small a matter? The mountains have 
brought forth, and behold! The “ ridiculous 
mus” which we may be pardoned for 
translating as the “ridiculous muss.” This 
is not “ grandmotherly legislation,” it would 
be an insult to our forbears so to designate it ; 
it is “ minikin pin” legislation, and when put 
in practice it will not hold the industria! 
fabric together, but will inflict a series of pin 
pricks on those engaged in industry. We are 
in no way opposed to the principle of insurance, 
but we should wish at least to see it applied by 
business men on business principles. 


unemployed 


LAND VALUATION. 


Durine the recent debate on land valuation 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer made an 
important announcement that an inquiry by 
experts into the administration of the Act 
should be instituted at once, the terms of the 
reference being as follows: “‘ To inquire into 
the working of the valuatjon prescribed by 
sect. 26, subsect. 1, Part I. of the Finance Act, 
1910, and to report whether any modifications 
of the machinery carrying out that valuation 
are necessary, and, if so, what modifications.” 
This subsection provides that. the Commis- 
sioners shall as soon as may be after the passing 
of the Act cause a valuation to be made of all 
land in the United Kingdom showing separately 
the total value and the site value respectively 
of the land, and in the case of agricultural 
land the value of the land for agricultural 
purposes, when that value is different from the 
site value, and it is provided that land in 
separate occupation shall be valued separately 
if the owner so desires, 

Having regard to the provisions of the section 
and the terms of reference, it may be doubted 
how far the Commission will be able to inquire 
into those questions which are the cause of 
hardship and complaint under the Act. The 
allusion to machinery for carrying out the 
valuation rather suggests that the inquiry 
will be limited to ascertaining whether the total 
value and the site value of land are being deter- 
mined as expeditiously as may be and with 
as little friction as possible, whereas the points 
in issue are more deeply-seated than that. 

The main point from the builders’ point of 
view is, What is to be deemed increment ” 
Is every increase in the value of the land ani 
the houses placed upon it to be deemed incre- 
ment quite apart from local conditions ? What 
is to deemed profit as distinguished from 
increment? Increment was denitibed when the 
Finance Act was being passed as an increas 
in value due to the community—i.r., either an 
exceptional demand or an increase in value 
through the improvement in a district duc 
to outside causes. It is noticeable in th: 
debates Ministers always only cite exampl 
of “* windfalls.” Mr. Masterman did so on ths 
occasion, citing 94 acres purchased at 254. 
two years ago, and | acre of which, require | 
by a public authority, was sold for 6051. The-» 
are the cases brought before the House )\ 
Ministers, and if increment value duty we> 
only levied in such cases we imagine very litt : 
complaint of the Act would be heard in t! 
House or throughout the country, but wh: 
cases of hardship are brought to the notice | 
Ministers no satisfactory assurance is fort!- 
coming. 

The fact is that the Finance Act contaii< 
no definition which limits increment value du' : 
to that which it was descrioed to be when the B: | 
was introduced, and the complicated provisioi » 
for valuation do not ensure the tax being levi: | 
on such a basis. We deprecate the use of tiv 
word “trickery” in connexion with the A‘ 
and its administration, but unlooked-for resul's 
have arisen under the Act, and it is an inqui'y 
into these results which is required. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer intimated clear!y 
that the policy of the Government as express’ d 
in the Act would not be the subject of invest! 
gation by the Committee, and we fear, therefore, 
that the proposed investigation will serve but 
little purpose. 
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‘, eannot leave this subject without 
ing the statement made by Mr. Masterman 
the building trade is more prosperous 

it was before the Act was passed. 
rhis assertion was based upon statistics 
hich are not reliable for such a purpose, as 
. pointed out in our issue for December 2% 
last. The figures quoted relate to trade union 
turns for carpenters and joiners, and tne 
ins are compared with the years 1908-9, 
which were exceptionally bad years. Those 
«vo vears are invariably isolated by Ministers 
for the purposes of comparison, but the previous 
vears show far less unemployment even for 
carpenters and joiners, and in 1898 only 0-9 
were unemployed. Carpenters and joiners do 
t alone represent the building trade, and 
even in their case the returns take no account 
of the men who have dropped out of the 
unions owing to continued hard times. This 
was fully recognised in the actuarial report 
made last year for the purposes of the Insurance 
Act, a document with which Ministers should 
be fully acquainted. 


CONCRETE-MIXERS : 
THE MASON MIXER. 


Tuts machine is of the continuous type, and 
consists essentially of a long, tapering evlinder 
titted inside with ribs, and rotated by gearing 
shown by the accompanying 


“ 


reti 


n 


ranged as 
illustration. 

The feed-hopper is attached at the smaller 
end of the cylinder, and water is admitted at the 
same end through a pipe passing down the 
hopper. The discharge shoot is at the larger 
end of the eylinder. 

The machine is mace in two sizes, and can be 
supplied for operation by belting from any 
convenient source of power. 

The makers are Messrs. Mason Brothers, of 
Leicester, who also manufacture pan-mixers for 
mortar or conerete and several types of stone- 
breaking machinery. 


CONTRACTORS’ MATERIALS. 


IN carrying out a contract for large works the 
contractor must needs find large quantities of 
materials, Whether he supplies them himself 
or obtains them from third parties he is under 
the same obligation. He must guarantee them 
all. That is bound to be one of the burdens of 
the contract, and it is necessary to study the 
clauses with some care in order to see that the 
contractor is not called upon to undertake a 
burden which is too onerous. 


Delay Enhancing the Price of Materials. 


lf there is delay in commencing the work 
hich is due to the fault of the employer, and 
the builder is consequently forced to expend 
irger sums on materials than he would other. 
have done, he may recover the difference. 
instance, Suppose a contract was entered 
ito for the erection of a pier, the work to be 
menced in June, 1912, and finished in two 
trom that date. Relying on his work 
neing in June the contractor would 
lly order cement as at the prices ruling in 
onth. Therefore, if the employer made 
giving possession of the site, or was 
t other default which rendered it impos- 
the contractor to commence work for 
, the employer would have to make 
him. (See generally Drew-Bear v. 
‘it cas Guardians; “ Emden’s Building 
\ fourth edition, p. 684.) 


Ir ‘ sed > 

‘creased Cost of Haulage Owing to Delay. 
} . ie he S rte, 
‘hich is sufficient to carry the com- 
nt of a contract over from summer to 
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THE BUILDER. 


winter may also prove expensive to the con- 
tractor in relation to materials. He will be 
responsible for haulage ; and where haulage has 
to be conducted along country roads it is 
manifest that the expense is much greater in 
winter than in summer, especially when as a 
result of the haulage of heavy waggons the 
contractor may be made liable by the local 
authority for extraordinary traffic. Due warn- 
ing should, of course, be given to the employer 
that his refusal to allow the work to commence 
at the proper time will occasion loss to the 
contractor. 


Supp'y of Some of Materials by Employer. 

Of course, if the contractor undertakes to 
build with the employer's materials he is under 
no obligation in respect of them. He cannot 
be taken to guarantee them. For _ instance, if 
a building owner were to say “there is a 
quarry in my grounds from which I want to 
procure all necessary building stone,” or 
* there is a bed of sand available here and you 
must use that for making concrete.” In both 
these cases the builder would not be liable for 
defective materials unless it could be shown 
that the materials were so bad for the desired 
purpose that it was his duty as professional 
adviser of the building owner to point out this 
fact to him. 

Where the employer has agreed to supply part 
of the materials he is entitled to deduct from 
the contract price the value of the materials so 
supplied. (Newton v. Foster, 12 M. and W. 
772.) 

Where Performance Prevented by Employer. 

When the employer interferes so as to prevent 
performance of a contract it is obvious that he 
must pay damages; and the measure of those 
damages is the amount of profit which the 
contractor would have made had he been 
allowed to complete the work. That profit is 
arrived at by taking the difference between 
what the performance would have cost the 
builder and the price which the employer agreed 
to pay. A fair deduction must, of course, be 
made from the contract price in respect of the 
value of materials which have never been 
served and wages which have never been paid. 
(See the American case of Mashoton v. Mayor, 
ete., of Brooklyn ; 7 Hill N. Y. R. 61.) 


Right of Clerk of the Works in Relation 

to Materials. 

It has. been decided that the clerk of the 
works who is employed in connexion with a 
building contract may be vested with authority 
to reject materials. In Graham *. the Com- 
missioners of Works (*‘ Emden’s Building Con- 
tracts,’ fourth edition, p. 670.) 

The Master of the Rolls, in giving judgment, 
said: “ It is perfectly obvious as a matter of 
business that one cannot expect an architect 
to go into every detail himself, and I have no 
hesitation in holding on the authorities that 
the architect, having himself first ascertained 
that the timber being used is not of the stipu- 
lated quality, is perfectly entitled to delegate 
the duty of particularising which of the timbers 
must be removed.” 


THE TRADE UNION BILL. 


Tue Employers’ Parliamentary Council has 
issued a very instructive circular on the subject 
of the Trade Union (No. 2) Bill, which Bill 
proposes to confer political powers on trade 
unions and to do away with the effect of the 
decision in the House of Lords in the celebrated 
Osborne case. We dealt with this Bill in our 


columns on May 24 last, and the circular is 
addressed to one of the points we drew attention 
to in that article, viz., the position of trade 
union members under this Bill if they elect not 
to contribute to the political objects of the 
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union. The Bill purports to safeguard the 
rights and interests of such members, the 
payments for political objects are to be made 
out of a separate fund, members are to be at 
liberty to intimate that they do not desire 
to contribute to this fund, and if they do so 
object the Bill provides that benefits are not 
to be withheld from them and that they are 
not to be placed under any disability or any 
disadvantage compared with other members 
except in relation to the control and manage- 
ment of the political fund. Such are the terms 
of the Bill, but the point raised in this circular 
is if a non-subscribing member is deprived 
of benefit or placed under some disadvantage 
in consequence of his refusal to subscribe to 
the political objects of his union, what steps 
can he take to secure the benefits which he has 
been deprived of ? 

As readers of our columns well know, the 
Trade Union Act of 1871, by sect. 4, prohibits 
the Courts from entertaining any legal pro- 
ceeding instituted with the object of directly 
enforcing or recovering damages for the breach of 
any agreements, relating amongst other objects 
“to provide benefits to members.” In the cir- 
cular under consideration there is a very careful 
review of all the decisions that have been given 
under this section, and the conclusion arrived at 
is ““That a member of a trade union which 
before the Act of 1871 would have been illegal 
at Common Law as being in restraint of trade 
cannot by any process whatever recover any- 
thing from his union if it refuses to pay.” We 
entirely agree with this statement so far as it 
goes ; no legal process is open to the workman 
if benefit is withheld, but there is some doubt 
whether the statement even goes far enough, 
as since the decision of the House of Lords 
in Russell v. The Amalgamated Society of 
Carpenters (the Builder, April 5, 1912) there is 
some doubt whether the Courts have any 
jurisdiction to enforce an agreement to provide 
benefits even in the case of unions whose objex ts 
are not illegal as being in restraint of trade. 
In the recent case of Thomas v. Portsmouth: 
a Branch of the Ship Construction, etc., 
Association (the Builder, April 26), it will be 
remembered that the judges of a Divisional! 
Court so interpreted the decision of the House 
of Lords. 

This only strengthens the case made out in 
the circular before us, as it is questionable 
whether the Courts can exercise any jurisdiction 
over any trade union at all in such matters. 

In the second Osborne case the Court of 
Appeal held that if the plaintiff was wrongfully 
expelled from his union which, as was held 
in that case, was not a union iilegal at Common 
Law (see the Builder, March 24, 1911), the 
Court had jurisdiction to declare the resolution 
of expulsion ultra vires and to grant an injunc- 
tion, but, as the circular points out, even if 
membership can be enforced, that is no safeguard 
to the member unless the benefits of member- 
ship can also be claimed. The circular thus 
draws attention to the point made in our 
former article that the safeguards provided 
in this Bill to members who do not subscribe 
to the political objects which the unions are 
to be allowed to espouse are, in fact, no safe- 
guards at all, and we may reiterate that if 
this Bill is to become law it is essential that 
access to the Courts should be open to any 
members of the unions who are deprived of 
rights or are prejudiced in any way in violation 
of the terms of the Bill. 

We find nothing in this circular on the second 
point which we made in our article of May 24, 
and which is hardly of less importance. Grave 
doubts have arisen whether sect. 4 of the 
Trade Disputes Act, 1906, prohibits the Courts 
from entertaining actions of tort against trade 
unions generally, or only when the tort in 
question has been committed in contemplation 
or furtherance of a trade dispute. For some 
reason this qualification was omitted from the 
subsection, although in other sections the words 
“in contemplation or furtherance of a trade 
dispute’ appear. Before political powers are 
conferred upon trade unions as is proposed by 
this Bill it is of paramount importance that 
these doubts should be set at rest and subsect. | 
of sect. 4 of the Trade Disputes Act be strictly 
limited to torts in contemplation or furtherance 
of trade disputes, if it be not repealed altogether. 
It would be too preposterous if trade unions 
could be guilty of torts in connexion with 
political elections, and that his Majesty's 
subjects who have had their windows broken 
or even suffer more serious injuries in an 
election should have no power to seek redress 
in the Courts. 















PERI Te 


set de 
eo | 
ress 

cg LO ATRAS? 0» 





beter tere nny 





e eee on 4 








eee isin 
nity: Soup 


Ss Ae 


he 
NS 


» 
salon oie 








oe 


ey 





ee, | 


oe pe 





TO. 








poe Teeae 


— 


Pe coe ap nthe print 


ne att natalie! wernt —_ sey 
ae Pe ae. ms 


TE a 
ge aps =» 


aca = wn ap sama os 
s ‘ee! 


a eat 


Sera Ss is 


se 


OTR 


ee eee eee 


Fe aa a hn ce AD can eae 
ea OPP doe ae 


yeh 


Alt te cag 


enon 


ea ae eer 








w 
ee ee eens 












































es 
EI ton oni 





Et) were eR 20 


ye ee 


iat 


LF LAN eg IE Gaara. 


tig ome 


Oe Om 


nbd 


freneee 
eon 





VERN i 8S: 
=y 
my a 


pik itl 


i TEP 
See 


iS ines, = eRe 








































































































20 





A NEW AND IMPROVED METAL 
LATHING FOR PLASTERWORK. 


WE call attention to the announcement whicn 
appears on page Xv, in our advertisement 
pages stating that the Expanded Metal Com- 
pany, Ltd., of York Mansion, York-street, 
Westminster, S.W., and Stranton Works, West 
Hartlepool, has succeeded in producing a new 
and improved diamond mesh expanded metal 
lathing, which will be obtainable at prices 
lower than those for the original expanded 
metal lathings. The new lathing is made 
under a recently patented process. It will be 
known by the trade name of “BB Expanded 
Metal’ lathing, and the illustration shows 
the actual size of its meshes. It is made in 
standard size sheets, 9 ft. long way of mesh by 
2 ft. short way of mesh, which is an increase of 
1 ft. in length as compared with the original 
lathings. Z 

‘““BB Expanded Metal” lathing has im- 
portant advantages over the original expandol 
metal lathings—its cost is less, and it may be 
used at wider spacings, and requires less 
plaster 

Practical tests have been made under 
ordinary working conditions by well-known 
expert plasterers who are familiar with the 
original lathings, and their reports agree that 
not only is the new Jathing stronger aod 
stiffer than the original, but that, on account 
of the reduced size of the diamond mesh, 
together with the improved slope of its strands, 
less plaster goes through to form the “key,” 
and practically none falls off and is wasted. 

“BB Expanded Metal” lathing is now 
ready for the market, and as it is sold through 
the merchant trade only stocks will be held 
in most large centres. 

It is listed in three gauges, thus :— 

BB 26-gauge expanded metal lathing: Di 
24-gauge expanded metal lathing;: BB 22-gauge 
expanded metal lathing. 

Reference to the price list issued by the 
Expanded Metal Company, Ltd., shows that, 
gauge for gauge, a saving of from 25 per cent. 
to 60 per cent. is made by substituting the 
new lathings for the old. But the saving in 
cost is really more than the difference between 
the price list rates for equivalent gauges, 
because of the wider spacings that may be 
used with the new lathings 

Tests have been made at these wider spacings 
with entirely satisfactory results, both with 
ordinary lime and hair mortar and with 
special quick-setting plaster 


GENERAL BUILDING NEWS. 


ST. JOHN’S CHURCH, OLD COLWYN. 

The new tower which is being added to this 
hurch will have accommodation at its base 
or about 100 people, and the lettering on the 
foundation-stone, which was laid last week, is 
the work of Mr. W. Wainwright, sculptor, of 
Colwyn. The architects are Messrs. Douglas, 
Minshull, and Muspratt, of Chester 

CHURCH HALL, BLAYDON 

Messrs. Clark & Moscrop, of Darlington, are 
the architects for this hall, which is being 
erected at a cost of 2.700/. The hall will con- 
tain a drill hall, billiard-room, classrooms, 
clubroom, ete., and on the first floor is an 
assembly hall. seating 350 persons. The con- 
tractor for the wor& is. Mr. H. Smith, of 
Ashington. 


f 


WATER SCHEME, GOUROCK. 

Mr. _A. Leitch, of Glasgow, has been ap 
pointed by the Gourock Town Council Engineer 
for the new water scheme at Daff Burn. The 
estimated cost of the work is 20,0001., and the 
reservoirs will be constructed at the junction 
of the Duff and Gilmet Burns 

MARCONI WORKS AT CHELMSFORD. 

The new works at Chelmsford for the 
Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company were 
opened on June 22. Messrs. Dunn & Watson 
were the architects. 

NEW BUILDINGS IN LONDON. 

Rebuilding Rising Sun public-house, Black- 
friars-road, 8.E. Building, corner of Holborn 
and Furnival-street, E.C.; Messrs. Rice & 
Sons, builders, 15, Stockwell-road, §.W. 
\lterations to Nos. 90 and 91, High-street, 
Deptford, 8.E., for the London, City, and 
Midland Bank, Ltd.; Mr. H. L. Holloway, 
builder, Church-street, Deptford, S.E. Exten- 
sive building, corner of Bryanston-street and 
Old Quebec-street, W.: Messrs. Chinchen & 
Co., builders, Harrow-road, Kensal Green, W. 

Additions to Lord Elphinstone’s Mansion, 6, 
Upper Brook-street, W.: Mr. W. H. Winder, 
architect. 48, Bedford-row, W.C. Warehouse 
for Midland Furnishing Company, Gough- 
street, W.C.; Messrs. Worley & Turner, archi- 
tects, Avenue-chambers, Bloomsbury-square, 
W.C. Elementary school, Isleworth, W.: Mr. 
G. I. Carey, Council House, Hounslow. 


THE BUILDER. 


NEW LIBRARY, STOCKWELL ORPHANAGE. 
On the 19th ult., on the occasion of the 


Annual Festival at Stockwell Orphanage, 
Clapham-road, the late. Lord Mayor, Sir 
Z. pawl Strong, attended at the opening of 


the new library, which has just been com- 
plted at the Orphanage. The architect is Mr. 
Robert Milnes, P.A.S.I. 


CADETS’ HEADQUARTERS, WANDSWORTH. 

It is proposed to erect new headquarters for 
the National Naval Cadets on an island site 
in the Wandsworth-road. The area of the site 
is 18,000 sq. ft., the frontage to the road being 
100 ft. The estimated cost of the scheme is 
10,000/., and the building is to be designed 
by Mr. T. Marcus Houghton. 


FREEMASONS’ HALL, PLYMOUTH. 

A new hall is to be erected for the Plymouth 
Freemasons, from the designs of Mr. W. A. 
Vercoe, A.R.LB.A., architect, of Plymouth, 
and the building will include a lodge-room 
50 ft. by 26 ft. to hold 250; a refectory, 
kitchen, cloak and retiring rooms. The builder 
is Mr. F. Wakeham. 


TRADE NEWS. 


Under the direction of Mr. George H. Sands, 
architect, Lisburn, the ** Boyle’ system of 
ventilation (natural), embracing Boyle’s latest 
wong ‘‘air-pump ” ventilators and air inlets, 
ias been applied to the Infirmary wards, 
Lisburn Union Workhouse, Lisburn. 


APPLICATIONS UNDER LONDON 
BUILDING ACTS, 1894 to 1909. 


At the last mecting of the London County 
Council the following applications under the 
London Building Acts were dealt with. (The 
names of the applicants are given in paren- 
theses) :— 


Lines of Frontage and Construction. 

Camberwell, North.t—Erection of an iron 
and glass shelter at a building known as the 
Grand Hall, Camberwell New-road, Camber- 
well (Messrs. F. Matcham & Co. for Mr. 
F. W. Purcell).—Refused. 

Chelsea.—Temporary wood and iron building 
on the southern side of Elm Park-road, Chelsea 
(Rev. R. H. Keable).—Consent. 

Deptford.—Shed of a temporary character 
at the rear of No. 56, Pepys-road, New Cross, 
next to Musgrove-road (Mr. J. G. Kennard).— 
Consent. 

Hackney, North.—Temporary wood and glass 
shelter at the rear of No. 14, Heathlands-road, 
Stoke Newington (Mr. F. W. Rhodes).— 
Consent. 

Hackney, North.~-Tron staircase in front of 
a warehouse building on the northern side of 
Barrett’s-grove, Hackney, eastward of Cress- 
ington-road (Mr. J. H. Storrar for Messrs. 
Van den Burgh).—Refused. 

Hackney, South.—Addition at the rear of 
No, 95, Rushmore-road, Lower Clapton (Mr. 
J. Codrington for Mr. T. Webb).—-Refused. 

Hammersmith.—Temporary wood and iron 
office building and a wooden signboard at 
premises on the the northern side of King- 
street, Hammersmith, between Nos. 318 and 
324 (Mr. J. B. Pinchbeck).—Consent. 

Hampstead.—Iron and glass shelter in front 
of ‘‘ White Friars,” Chislett+road, Hampstead 
(Mr. N. M. Shimberg).—Consent. 

Kensington, South.—Building of a temporary 
character at the rear of No. 10, Pitt-street, 
Kensington, next to Gordon-place (Mr. C. F. 
Rey).—Consent. 

Kensington, South.—Temporary wood and 
iron building at the rear of No. 98, Palace 
Gardens-terrace, Kensington (Messrs. Hum 
phreys, Ltd.).—Consent. 

Lewisham.+—Temporary wooden shed upon 
a site on the south-eastern side of Boveney- 
road, Lewisham (Messrs. Bingham & Broughton 
for the Forest-nill Wesleyan Church Lawn 
Tennis Club).—Consent. 

Marylebone, East.—Temporary wood and 
glass bookstall at the Marlborough-road 
railway-station, abutting upon Finchley-road 
and Queen’s-road, St. Marylebone (Messrs. 
W. H. Smith & Son).—Consent. 

Norwood.—Wood and iron building in front 
of No. 128, Norwood-road, Norwood (Mr. E. 
Carr for Mr. W. Haley).—Refused. 

Peckham.—Temporary shed in front of No. 
10, Harders-road, Peckham (Mr. E. H. Whit 
ing).—Consent. 

St. Pancras, South.—Retention of advertise- 
ment hoardings abutting tpon Euston-road, 
Mahledon-place, and Bidborough-street, St. 

Pancras (Mr. Walter Hill’s Billposting De 
partment, Ltd.).—Consent. 

St. Pancras, South.—Erection of an iron and 
glass shelter at the entrance to No. 
Tottenham-court-road, St. Pancras (Messrs. 


O. C. Hawkes, Ltd.).—Refused. 
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Strand.t—Iron and glass shelter at ti,» 
entrance to Nos. 1 and 2, Coventry-streei ap, 
No. 1, Wardour-street (Messrs. Emden, gay, 
& Co. for Mr. H. Appenrodt).—Refused 

Wandsworth.—One-story wooden motor house 
of a temporary character at No. 14, Hopton 
road, Streatham (Mr. H. Huber).—Consent. 

Wandsworth.—One-story building at the rea; 
of No. %, Streatham-hill, Streatham (D; 
W. H. Edwards).—Consent. 


Lines of Frontage and Projections. 

Greenwich,—Addition at the rear of tho 
‘‘Royal Standard” public-house, Vanbrug) 
Park, Blackheath, next to St. John’s-road (Mr; 
EB. Faux for Messrs. Courage & Co., Ltd.).— 
Consent. 

Hackney, North.—Building on the southern 
side of Springfield, Upper Clapton, eastward 
of No. 9, Springfield (Mr. H. Brooking for 
Mr. A. E Hing). —Comsent. 

Kensington, South.—Additions to the porch 
at No 16, Cromwell-crescent, Kensington (Mr 
C. E. Wilkinson).—Consent. 

Lewisham.—Six houses on the eastern sid 
of Honor Oak-road, Lewisham (Mr, F. E 
Rosser for Mr. T. Turner).—Consent. 

Paddington, South.—Addition to the existing 
one-story portion of Nos, 90-92, Westbourne 
grove, Paddington (Messrs. G. Billings, 
Wright, & Co.).—Consent. 

St. George, Hanover-square. — Projecting 
sign in front of No. 45, New Bond-street, St 
George, Hanover-square (Messrs. Lemaitre).— 
Consent. ; 

St. George, Hanover-square. — Projecting 
iron and.glass sign in front of the ‘ Windsor 
Castle” public-house, Vauxhall Bridge-road 
St. George, Hanover-square (Booth’s Distillery, 
Ltd.).—Consent. 

Strand.—Projecting sign at No. 54, Coventry 
street (Messrs. F. Sage & Co., Ltd., for Messrs 
Marcovitch & Co., Ltd.).—Consent. 

Wandsworth.—Erection of two houses on tl 
south-western side of Upper Richmond-road 
Putney (Messrs. Nevinson & Newton for Miss 
Leuchars).—Consent. 

Woolwich.—Erection of a one-story shop i8 
front of 173, Plumstead Common-road, Woo! 
wich (Mr. W. Pearman for Mr. B. Dalladay) 


-—Consent. 


Width of Way. 

Bermondsey.—Erection of an addition at the 
rear of the “ Prince Alfred ’’ beerhouse, No 
24, Alfreton-street, Southwark (Messrs. Purvis 
& Purvis for the Commercial Brewery Com 
pany, Ltd.).—Consent. 

Clapham.—Retention of a one-story building 
at the rear of No. 16, Old Town, Clapham 
(Mr. E. H. Henry for Colonel W. Bower).— 
Consent. 

Kensington, South.—Greenhouses at No. | 
Holland-park, with a boundary fence (Mr 
H. W. Currey for Mr. W. F. Fladgate).— 
Consént. 

Poplar.—Erection of a building at No. 3 
Orchard-place, Poplar (Mr. C. Living, jun. 
for the Thames Sack and Bag Company, Lt.) 
—Consent. 

Southwark, West.—Erection of a_ building 
upon a site abutting upon Cathedral-street and 
Winchester-square, London Bridge (Mr M. W 
Matts for the Proprietors of Hay’s Wharf 
Consent. 

Strand.+—Erection of a projecting shov iv 
front of Nos. 8 and 9, Sherwood-street. Wes! 
minster (Mr. A. H. Attwater for Mr. G 
Woolfe).—Consent. 

Walworth.—Erection of an addition to St 
John’s Church, Larcom-street, Walworth 
(Messrs. Greenaway & Newberry for the Rev 


J. ©. Morris).—Consent. 


Cubical Extent. 

Peckham.—Additional cubical extent 10 
respect of a garage addition to abut upon 
Nunhead-lane, and a roadway leading out of 
Nunhbead-lane, Peckham (Mr. G. A, Lansdown 
for the National Steam Car Company, Ltd.) — 
Consent. e: 

Rotherhithe.—Proposed addition betwee! 
blocks P and K at the premises of Messrs. € 
Southwell & Co.. Ltd.. Bermondsey-wall «nd 
Jacob-street, Rotherhithe (Mr. W. T. Wa!-er 


for Messrs. C. § thw : a 
Refused. outhwell & Co. Ltd 


Width of Way, Space at Rear, and Projections 
Ham pstead.—Re-erection of Lower Lov ze. 


Branch-hill, Hampstead (Mr. J. d for 
Mr. H. C. pana, ae oh so — 
Width of Way and Construction. 
Hampstead.—Erection of a  tempor:ry 


suummer house at the rear of No. 2,. Foley: 
avenue, Hampstead, next to Well-road (Messt’. 


Hampton & Sons, Ltd., for Mr. A. Kilvert).— 
Consent. 


Space at Rear and Alteration of Buildiny 

Marylebone, West.—Alterations and the 
erection of an additional story at No. 2. 
Manchester-square, St. Marylebone (Mr. L- 
Martin for Sir Anthony Bowlby).—Consent. 
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Width of Way and Lines of Frontage. 
\i'catminster.—Wood, iron, and tile covering 
iadders in front of the premises of the 
\rmy end Navy Auxiliary Co-operative 
society, Ltd., Regency-street, Westminster 
\lr. F. J. Barrett).—Consent. 


Uniting of Buildings. 

( helsea.—Uniting of Nos. 165, 166, and 167, 
Sloane-street, Chelsea (Messrs. Slaughter & 
Son. Ltd., for Messrs. C. Hammond, Ltd.).— 
onsent 
; Holborn.—Double: doors of special constrac- 
tion in lieu of double iron doors to openings 
in division walls at the premises of Messrs. 
Gamage’s, Ltd., Leather-lane, Holborn (Fire- 
proof Doors, Ltd., for Messrs. Gamage’s, Ltd.). 

Consent. 

Holborn. —Uniting of Nos. 106 and 107, High 
Holborn, with premises at the rear upon the 
site of Nos. 9, 10, and 11, Eagle-street, Holborn 
(Mr. C. Waymouth).—Consent. 

Kensington, South.—Uniting of Nos. 27 and 
28, Emperor’s-gate, Kensington (Mr. A. 
Dawkins),—Consent. 

Lewisham.—Uniting of Nos. 5 and 6, Talbot- 
houses, Blackheath, northward of Blackheath- 
vale (Messrs. R. Coles & Sons for Mr. T. H. 
Openshaw).—Consent. 

Marylebone, West.—Formation of openings 
in the party wall between Nos. 75 and 76, 
High-street, St. Marylebone, at the ground and 
first floor levels (Mr. A. J. Hopkins).—Consent. 


The recommendations marked + are contrary 
to the views of the Metropolitan Borough 
Counctls concerned. 


PROJECTED NEW BUILDINGS 
IN THE PROVINCES.* 


ABERDEEN.—Warehouse for Messrs. Dunning- 
ham & Co., jewellery manufacturers (2,300/.) ; 
Messrs. Wilson & Walker, architects, 181s, 
Union-street, Aberdeen. 

Belfast—Memorial extensions to Royal 
Victoria Hospital; Mr. R. J. Mordie, Lord 
Mayor of Belfast, Treasurer of Building Fund. 

Benfieldside.—Hospital (9,300/.); Mr. J. 8. 
Miller, builder, Back Spring-terrace, North 
Shields. 

Biggin Hill.—Rebuilding Black Horse Hotel 
(1,685/.); Mr. C. A. Bulley, builder, Willow- 
grove, Chislehurst, Kent. 
_Blackburn.—Rebuilding tower of Mill Hill 
Church (1,2002.); Mr. J. T. Hanshaw, archi- 
tect, Blackburn. 

Brancepeth Colliery.—Thirty houses; Mr. 
J. H. Armory, builder, Lydia-street, Welling- 
ton, Co. Durham. 

Bra ncepeth (Durham).—School  (4,0002.) ; 
ar W. Rushworth, Architect, Shire Hall, 

urnan. 

_ Charleston (Baildon).—Extension of works 
ase Messrs. Wilkinson & Newsholme, wool 
ayers. 

Cheltenham.—Extensions to premises, New- 
street, for the Hoffmann Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Ltd., cycle fittings manufacturers. 

Chester.—Extensions to infirmary (40,0004.) ; 
the Governors. 


Chester-le-street (Durham).—School (5,0002.) ; 


— ve Rushworth, Architect, Shire Hall, 
1/UTonamM, 

_ Ciinley.—School; Mr. E. W. Small, Shire 
i Derby. 


Uleadon.--Boys’ home (2,7402.); Mr. W. D. 
ny builder, Whitburn, 

, Ckheaton.—Additions to foundry, Wharfe 

’ s, for Messrs, P. & Garnett, Ltd., 

waste machinery manufacturers; 

R. Castle & Son, architects, Cleck- 

Outbuildings at chemical works for 
owarth & Howarth, 

~ nk.—Extension of works of Messrs. 

wn & Co., Ltd., shipbuilders (7,0002.). 

ston (Stamford), — Residence 

Mr, Yee C. Little, architect, 5, 


\ 


“row, ‘ 
Lt -—Proposed public abattoir; Mr. 
Condes vindlehurst, Surveyor, Town Hall, 
Ww. wes, Additions to sawmills, Vectis 


or Messrs. W. White & Sons, steam 
uilders, 128, High-road, Cowes. 

and.—Twenty houses (2,9002.); Mr. 

: ‘ch ane, builder, 96, Cobden-street, Peter- 

"y_ Extensions at yard of Messrs. 
peardmore & Co., shipbuilders. 

“ro (Bolton).—Extensions to mill 

ae —e T. E. Smith & Son, archi- 

ntral-chambers, Fold-street. Bolton. 

‘em An icture palace; Mr, G. Chandler, 

Son en Maidstone, Messrs. W. KE. Chivers & 
be Liders, 29, Sheep-street, Devizes. 

Ww ty Additions at workheuse; Mr. 

Bath yilanstock, architect, Branch-road, 

tev. Yorks, Fire-station, Lancashire and 

Goods-yard ; 


Yorkshire Railway Company, 


. 
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pn H. Dearden, Surveyor, Town Hall, Dews- 


ary. 

Droylsden.—One thousand houses for the 
Alderdale Estate Company, Ltd., Droylsden. 
Dudley.—Tar macadam plant buildings 
(5352.); Mr. William Deeley, builder, New- 
road, Cinder-bank, Netherton, Dudley. A 
yan has been passed for five houses in 
Rollason-road for Mr. J. E. Watchorn. 

Durrington. — Church (5,000); Messrs. 
Hyde & Son, architects, Erriswell-road, 
Worthing. 

Easington.—One hundred houses for the 
Easington Coal Company, Ltd., 26, John- 
street, Sunderland. 

Eastbourne.—The following plans have been 
passed :—Garage, etc., Bolton-road, for Mr. 
Henry Colegate; Mr. F. G. Cooke, architect; 
Messrs. M. Martin & Sons, builders. Addi- 
tions to “De Stuteville,”’ Meads-road, for 
Mr. B. Stevens, builder; Mr. B. Stevens, 
jun,, architect. Addition, *‘ Faircourt,’’ South- 
fields-road, for Mr. E. M. Perry; Mr. A. W. 
Uphill, builder. Three houses, Whitley-road, 
for Mr. W. R. Albury: Mr. W. R. Box, 
architect; Mr. A. Avard, builder. Addition 
to “ Ranby,” Milnthorpe-road, for Mr. M. 
Macpherson; Mr. F. G. Cooke, architect. Six 
houses, Ringwood-road, for Mr. J. T. Miller: 
Messrs. Miller & Selmes, builders. 

Eccles.—A plan has been passed for a 
Vicarage, Cromwell-road, Patricroft, for the 
Rev. R. Pratt. 

Elgin.—Public baths, Lossie Green; Mr. 
C. C. Doig, architect, 149, High-street, Elgin. 

Edinburgh.—Children’s home,  Parterfield 
and Crewer roads (8,500/.); Mr. R. M 
Cameron, architect, 53, King-street, Edin- 
burgh. Picture house, Dalry-road (3,000/.); 
Mr. A. T. Goodwin, architect, 12, Queen- 
street, Edinburgh. Extension to Georgie Mills 
for Messrs. J. & G. Cox, Ltd., glue manu- 
facturers (2,350/.); Messrs. George Beattie & 
Sons, architects, 136, George-street, Edinburgh. 

Exeter.—Business premises (2,000/.); Mr. 
A. J. Carter, Exeter-road, Exmouth. Ware- 
house for Messrs. Merrick & Son, paint manu- 
facturers, 43-6, Preston-street; Messrs. W. J. 
& A. J. Pinn, architects, Bedford-circus, 
Exeter. New Capital and Counties Bank; 
Mr. 8. Dobell, architect, Queen-street, Exeter. 

Exmouth.—Public hall; Mr. G. Beavis, 
architect, National Provincial Bank-chambers, 
Exmouth. 

Fairfield.—School, Oakwood-avenue; Messrs. 
Wright & Hamlyn, architects, Warrington. 

Fence Houses (Co. Durham). — School 
(4,6008.) Mr. W. R. Stafford, builder, Sunder- 
and. 

oe (Bristol).—Memorial hall (2,0002.); 
Mr. J. Maynard Froud, architect, 1, St. 
Stephen’s-chambers, Baldwin-street, Bristol. 

Fitzwilliam.—Twenty-seven houses for the 
Hemsworth Colliery Company. 

Fleetwood.—Twelve houses, ete., Walmsley- 
street; Messrs. J. W. Mason & Son, 72, 
Milton-street, Fleetwood. 

Foots Cray.-—Alterations and additions to 
premises for the Bromley and Crays Co- 
operative Society. 

Fort William.—Reconstruction of buildings 
at Ben Bevis Distillery; Mr. J. G. Falconer, 
architect, Fort William. 
Garstang.—Board-room and Council offices 
(2,2007.); Messrs. J. Collinson & Sons, archi- 
tects, Garstang. 

Gillingham.—General Post Office; Mr. W. 
Ransom, architect, Newlyn, Bitterne Park, 
Southampton. 

Glasgow.—Extensions to foundry of Messrs. 
James Howden & Co., boiler manufacturers 
(12,0002.); Messrs. Bryden & Robertson, archi- 
tects, 147, Bath-street, Glasgow. Picture 
house, Sauchiehall-street (4,500/.); Messrs. 
Naylor & Sale, architects, Smith’s Bank- 
chambers, Market-place, Derby. 

Gomersal.-—Paris church (1,200/.); the 
Vicar, Gomersal. 

Greenock.—Large shed, Albert-harbour, for 
Messrs. Caird & Co., shipbuilders, Arthur- 
street, Greenock. 

Hadlow Down.—Rebuilding parish church; 
Messrs. Miller & Selmes, builders, 75, Tides- 
well-road, Eastbourne. 

Hamilten (N.B.). — School; Hope-street 
(15,0002.): Mr. Gavin Paterson, architect, 6 
Cadzow-street, Hamilton. Picture palace 
(2,0002.)}; Mr. George Kay, 78, Quarry-street, 
Hamilton. 

Hauxton (Cambridge).—School  (4.000/.): 
Mr. H. H. Dunn, architect, St. Peter’s Church- 
yard, Silver-street, Lincoln. 

Holywell.—School (4,222/.); Messrs. Sibeon 
Brothers, builders, Brynford-street, Holywell. 

Hull.—Almshouses (25,000/.): Mr. H. T. 
Hare, 13, Hart-street, E.C. School (25,0007.) : 
Mr. J. H. Hirst, architect, Town Hall, Hull. 

Ipswich.—Works (about 200,000/.) off Had 
2 pte for the Diesel Engine Company, 
td. 

Keighley.—Buildings for the West Yorkshire 
Bank, Ltd., Princess-street, Halifax. 

Kilmalcolm.—Additions to Mansion House, 
Auchenbothie Mains (2,350/.); Mr. Charles R. 
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Mackintosh, architect, 257, West George-street, 
Glasgow. 

Kinlochieven.—School (250 places); Mr. K 
McRae, architect, Oban. 
Lairdsland.—Extensiong to school (2,000/.); 
Kirkintilloch School Board. 

Limerick.—Chapel (4,0001); Mr. B. E. F 
Sheehy, architect, 57, George-street, Limerick 
Littlebrough.—Extensions to Sladen Mill 
for Messrs. Charles Kershaw, Ltd. 
Luton.—Proposed school, Tennyson-road (450 
places); Mr. W. Hoyle, Town Hall, Laton. 
Lynton.—Drill hall; Messrs. Ellis, Son, & 
Bowden, architects, Bedford-circus, Exeter. 
Margate.—Central fire-station (7,0001.); Mr. 
E. <A. Borg, engineer, Grosvenor-place, 
‘Margate. 

Masham (North 
(5,000/.); Mr. J. 
street, Harrogate. 

Middlesbrough.—Bank and picture hall; 
Mr. James Forbe, architect, 43, Albert-road, 
Middlesbrough. 

Monaghan.—Fifty-three (9,2752.) ; 
Surveyor, Rural District Offices, 
Monaghan. 

Mossend.—Picture theatre, Pollock-street 
(2,000/.); Messrs. A. V. Wilson & Co., archi 
tects, 11, Merry-street, Motherwell. 

Newton Abbot.—Alterations and additions to 
buildings, Queen-street, for Rochkey, Lt 
Territorial headquarters for 5th Devon Regi- 
ment: Messrs. Ellis, Son, & Bowden, archi- 
tects, Bedford-circus, Exeter. 

Newbigging.—Institute (2,000/.); Mr. C. F. 
Murphy, architect, Newgate-street, Morpeth 

Newport (Mon).—Extensions to National 
Provincial Bank: Mr. Henry J. Griggs, archi- 
tect, Metropolitan Bank-chambers, Com- 
mercial-street, Newport. 

Northampton.—The following plans have 
bten passed:—Four new roads, Wantage 
Estate No. 2, for the Northampton Town and 
County Benefit Building Society; new Cattle 
Market Tavern, Cattle Market-road, for 
Messrs. P. Phipps & Co., Ltd.; three houses, 
Sandringham-road, for Mr. A. Glenn. Plans 
have been lodged as follows :—Warchouse, 
Castle-street, for Messrs. Jelleyman & Sons; 
cinematograph hall, Kettering-road, for Mr. 
C. Robinson. 

Northfleet.—Factory for the Thames Metal 
Company. 

Paisley.—Baptist church hall  (1,8502.); 
Messrs. Cray, Barr, & Cook, architects, 13, 
St. James’-place, Paisley. 

Portrie (N.B.).—Buildings at St. Kilda Lodge 
(2.000/.)}: Mr. R. J. McBeth, architect, Queen 
House, Inverness. 

Radcliffe.—Electricity sub-station (9532.); 
Messrs. W. Rigby, Ltd., builders, Darbyshire- 
street, Radcliffe. 

Rugby.—Girls’ home, Lawford-road; Mr 
J. W. Pendred, Clerk, Guardians’ Offices, 
Rugby. 

Salford.—A plan has been passed for altera 
tions and additions to the Empress Electric 
Theatre, Church-street, Pendleton, for the 
Proprietors. 

Scarf.—Fever hospital (3,000); Mr. T. W. 
Rosinegrave, architect, 33, Catherine-street, 
Limerick. : 

Shipley, Yorks.—Engineering works, Hirst 
lane, for the Scott Engineering Company, 
Manningham-lane, Bradford; Messrs. Thomas 
Barker & Sons, architects, Midland Bank 
chambers, Bradford. Picture theatre: Mr. H. 
Booth, architect, 42. Regent-street, Haslingden. 

Shirley (Southampton) Proposed _fire- 
station (1,0002.)}: Mr. J. A. Crowther, En 
gineer, Town Hall, Southampton. 

Skene.— Extension to school (2,1502.) ; 
Messrs. Jenkins & Marr, architects, 16, 
Bridge-street, Aberdeen. 

Smethwick.—School, Devonshire-road: Mr 
A. H. Sears, Town Hall, Smethwick. 

Southampton.—Plans have been passed as 
follows :—Six houses, St. James’ Park-road 
for Messrs. P. & A. Richards; alterations and 
additions, ete., Blighmont Lodge, Millbrook 
road, for Messrs. Weston & Burnett: eight 
houses, Portswood-road, for Mr. F. W. Young, 
jun.; four houses, Oak Tree-road, for Mr. 
W. H. Masters. A vlan has been lodged for 
alterations and additions at Crown Hotel, 
High-street, Shirley. for Mr. C. H. Brightiff 

St. Neots —Rebuilding paper mills: Resi 
dent Engineer, St. Neots Paper Mill Com- 
pany, Ltd., St. Neots. 

Sunderland.—Primitive Methodist church ; 
Mr. C. W. Phillipson, architect, Murton- 
chambers, Grainger-street, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 
Mr. R. Morris, builder, Felling-on-Tyne. 

Thedwastre.—Housing scheme; Mr. Ains- 
worth Hunt, architect, Bury St. Edmunds. 

Troon.—Church, Bentinct-drive {1,2002.), for 
the Rev. J. V. Hammond; Reetor of Holy 
Trinity Church, Ayr. 

Twickenham.—A plan has been passed for 
five houses, Hartington-road, for Messrs. 
Brewer, Smith, & Brewer. 

Whaplode.—Eight houses (1,3542.); Messrs. 
Wilkinson & Co., builders, Wisbech. 
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“ Penrose,” Beaconsfield, Bucks. 
Messrs. Johnson & Boddy, Architects. 


HOUSE AT BEACONSFIELD, 
BUCKS. 


T ts house, built for Dr. E. Clarke-Cohen, 
stands on a fine site on the main road from 
Beaconstield to Penn. 

The instructions given to the architects 
by the client were that they should plan a 
housé with reception-rooms of given dimensions 
and that the roof should on no account cut 
into any of the bedrooms. 

Externally the house is built of hollow 
walls to the first floor, faced with dark-red 
local bricks. Above the first floor level the 
work is built solid and covered with smooth 
cement. The roofs are boarded and covered 
with Broseley tiles. The dining-room is 
finished with heamed ceiling, ete. The whole 
of the woodwork in this room is of American 
whitewood and is stained and finished mahogany. 
The doors of reception-rooms are oak Gilmour 
doors. The floors of reception-rooms and hall 
are pitch-pire wood blocks, all stained and 
polished. 

The house is fitted up with radiators heated 
with hot water from a boiler in the basement 
under consulting-rooma. 

The radiators and boiler were from Messrs. 
Messengers; the steel casements from Messrs. 
Humphries, Jackson, & Ambler, Ltd.; the 
mantels and stoves from the Standard Range 
Company; the kitchener and sanitary fittings 
from Messrs. Froy & Son, Ltd. ; and the water- 
softening apparatus from Messrs. Maignens. 

The builder was Mr. Frank Froude, of 
Beaconsfield, and the work was carried out from 
the designs and under the superintendence 
of Messrs. Johnson & Boddy, architects, of 
Southam pton-street, Strand, W.C., and 
Beaconsifield and Gerrard’s Cross, Bucks. 


—_* 


THE INSTITUTION OF 
MUNICIPAL ENGINEERS: 


STRUCTURES OF THE FUTURE IN 
RELATION TO AVIATION. 


A MEETING of this Institution was held on 
the 12th ult., at the London Aerodrome, 
Hendon, N.W., when the following papers were 
presented for discussion: “The Structures 
of the Future in Relation to Aviation,” by 
Mr. Horace Cubitt, A.R.LB.A., P.A.S.L, and 
Some Suggestions for By-laws and Regula- 
tions in Relation to Aviation,” by Mr. B. 
Wyand, Secretary of the Institution. 

In the course of his paper Mr. Cubitt said ‘‘ the 
buildings — workshops and aeroplane-sheds— 
as at present constructed, seemed to be of 
a somewhat temporary character, the enclosures 
being of wood studding covered either with 
boarding or corrugated iron, and the roofe 








being light corrugated iron structures. This 
is only natural. In the early stages of any 
industry it is bad policy to erect buildings 
of too permanent a character, as it is very 
probable that a short experience will show 
that considerable alterations in planning 
and arrangement are required. But in course 
of time, when the twin industries of aeroplane 
construction and aerial transit are estab- 
lished as large factors in our national industrial 
programme, buildings of this slight construction 
will not suffice. 


Forms of Construction. 

When consideration is given to the form 
which this permanent construction will take, 
it is, however, a question whether plain brick- 
work will hold its own, or whether it will have 
to give place to one of the more modern forms 
of construction. As regards the aviation 
workshops, these, in common with new work- 
shops of other kinds, may very probably be 
constructed of a steel skeleton filled in with 
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brickwork,or of™that new combination of 
materials,,'reinforced concrete. Aero) !ane. 
sheds, necessarily being, it is presumed, one. 
story buildings of moderate height, will hardly 
le’ themselves to steel-frame construct ion, 
but it would appear that reinforced con: rete 
is particularly suitable for structures of this 
character. Experience in connexion with the 
new General Post Office, and elsewhere, has 
shown that reinforced concrete is ereereladiy 
suitable for buildings requiring large arcas 
of unencumbered floor space. Therefore it may 
be assumed that it will in due course be largely 
adopted for the construction of aeroplane- 
sheds, particularly if it is possible, as I believe 


now to be the case, to form watertight roofs of - 


this material without asphalt or any other 
kind of covering. 

One special constructional point in the design 
of aeroplane-sheds, whether buildings of the 
present size or those of the much greater 
proportions which we may cxpect to sec in 
the future, appears to be the doors or shutters 
to close the necessarily large main openings. 
At the London Aerodrome the constructors 
of the various aeroplane-sheds will be seen 
to have exercised considerable ingenuity 
in the design of the wooden doors. It is evident 
that if the ordinary practice of making two 
folding doors to the main opening of a structure 
were adopted in the case of an aeroplane-shed, 
such doors would, on account of the great 
size of the opening, be most unwieldy, and the 
task of manipulating them in a gale of wind 
would be positively dangerous. Hence the 
need for doors or shutters which can be folded 
into several sections. While such a contrivance 
as that of having wooden shutters with vertical 
pivots sliding in the grooved iron bars at the 
top and bottom of the opening may be efficient 
enough to warrant its occasional adoption 
in permanent buildings, it seems probable tha‘, 
in the best class of work, steel rolling shutters, 
similar to those adopted in tramear-sheds will 
be employeu. Such shuttere need not be in 
large widths, and would thus cause no difficulty 
in operation, while the advantage of having the 
shutters entirely out of the way when not in 
use is very evident. ; 

A further important constructional eat 
which doee not occur in modern aeroplane- 
sheds, but may be anticpated in future con- 
structions, is the obtaining of large floor space 
with the absolrte minimum of columns or 
stanchions. At —— the aeroplanes in use 
are comparatively small—that is, compared 
with those we may expect in the future—and 
it is not, I believe, customary to put a number 
of aeroplanes in one shed. But, in due course, 
when an enterprise with such a title as the 
London Aerobus Company is in full swing, 
each building at the company’s depéts will 
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btless be constructed to. contain a consider- 
27 pe of aerobuses, and with these vehicles 
vwcoding by many times the size of a modern 
biplane it will be necessary to keep the floor 
epace almost entirely free from colymns. To 
effect this with due regard to economy will 
not be easy, but probably by a skilful use 
of reinforced — the problem will be 
satisfactorily solv 
Thus far the structures considered have been 
those for important aeroplane enterprises. 
tut with the development of the science of 
‘lying, it is to be anticipated that before very 
long ventarous spirits will be seized with the 
desire of discarding their motor-cars for aero- 
planes, and an aerop ane-shed will be a 
complement .to the outbuildings of a well- 
equipped house. The only special question 
which appears to arise in connexion with such 
a building is the provision of a sufficient space 
for starting in front of the shed, it being an 
obviously difficult matter to “take wiag 
in the middle of a street of ordinary width, 
should such be allowed, as it probably will not 
be, by the responsible authority. 


Town Landing Stages. 

The subject of the structures to be erected 
as workshops for the manufacture of and as 
sheds for the housing of aeroplanes makes 
no great demands on the imagination. Struc- 
tures of this kind already exist as a guide, and 
in any case the uses to which the buildings 
are to be put are not such as to necessitate 
any striking departures in construction. When 
the landing stages to be erected in large towns 
are conpineal a more difficult case for specu- 
lation occurs, That such landing stages will 
be necessary is almost self-evideot. As soon 
as the risk associated with aeroplane flights 
has been reduced to a reasonable minimum 
the present prohibition of flying over towns 
will be removed, or at any rate modified so as to 
be made applicable only to the central portions. 
Since town arrival and departure stations will 
require to be formed in populous districts 
where land is of considerable value, it will be 
a financial impossibility to provide open spaces 
at ground level of sufficient area to enable 
aeroplanes to descend and ascend without 
running the risk of coming into contact with 
the adjoining buildings. ence the necessity 
for landing stages a Tittle above the level of 
the buildings. 

When I came to give a little direct attention 
to the subject of the design and construction 
of these landing stages for aeroplanes I found 
upon self-analysis that such impressions as I 
then possessed had been formed by the perusal 
of a few works of authors of “ futurist” 
tendencies, who, in writing of the wonders of 
a coming century, had given free rein to their 
imagination, regardless of the result—so long 
as it was sufficiently extraordinary. Landing 
stages, as thus described, were to be gaunt 
steel structures with legs, like small Eiffel 

vers, dominating the country for miles around, 

ut making our ordinary buildings look 
« pigmies beside them. There is no reason, 
ver, to think that we are coming to this. 

In the first place, we are not likely to get 
uncased steel structures, standing in the midst 
“tor linary buildings. Local authorities would 
hardiy allow them because of the risk to 
Md buildings by their collapse in the event 

‘ ‘re, Also we are not in ordinary cases, 

uk, going te have oo consisting merely 

‘gs an! @ platform like a derrick. If, as 

‘s certain, tall landing s are to be 
rected in districts were land is very valuable, 
it will iously be desirable to utilise the 
“pore Below the landing —ir., to erect 
ordinary juildings epee it. But if the site is 
wared, ad the buildings and the landing stage 

" 'o >: crected at the same time, the question 

nce arise, Why not form them as one 

_ If this is done, it will be obviously 

' space to provide separate legs for 

‘ng stage, as such stage can be easily 

{on the walls or other enclosures 

ilding, Thus, prosaic as it may seem, 

: oplane landing of the future 

ge fn »bably be nothing more than a large 

an’ Olly building with a flat roof, on which 

= ‘rom which the aeroplanes will alight and 

tepart. Lifts will, of course, be provided 

The aceall See gage Hat 

ny Sean ee 
ton 8 

Offices or te pid Fi the lower stories let as 


It may be asked, bee big are such aviation 
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buildings likely to be? With aeroplanes of 
eee size probably a landing stage 
ft. to 90 ft. in width and about 200 ft. lo: 
would suffice to provide both departure ond 
arrival platforms side by side. But with the 
machines increased very considerably in size 
so a8 to be able to carry a fair number of pas- 
sengers, it would seem that an area of at least 
200 ft. by 200 ft.—nearly that of the Selfridge 
buildi Oxford-street—would be required. 
Then there is the question of height. The 
ordinary limit of height for London buildings 
is 80 ft. to the top of the parapet plus two 
stories in the roof, which results in a height of, 
roughly, 100 ft. from the street level to the 
_~ of the roof. Having regard to the de- 
sirability of eg he te all roof eddies, it 
would seem that the landing stage level should 
be about 120 ft. or 130 ft. above the street. 
This may appear an excessive height in a 
position where the surrounding buildings are 
comparatively low, but except in a case where 
the immediately adjacent ground and buildings 
are in the ownership, or by some means are under 
the control, of the body erecting the landing 
stage, it will be a questionable policy to erect 
a stage of less than this height. For, if such 
is done, there will always be the risk of its 
utility being jeopardised by the erection of 
new buildings, or the reconstruction of existing 
ones, to the legal limit of height. 

As regards the form of construction to be 
adopted, neither brickwork nor stonework are 
suitable, if economy is a consideration. Both 
steel and reinforced concrete possess great 
advantages over the older forms of construction 
in the case of the erection of lofty buildings. 
As to which of these two forms of construction— 
a properly encased steel frame or a scientifically- 
designed arrangement of steel and concrete— 
is likely to be adopted it is hard to say. 
Probably both forms will find their supporters. 
A great deal has lately been written in praise 
of reinforced concrete, but the advantges of a 
steel frame for a lofty structure must not on 
this account be overlooked. 

Although it would doubtless be desirable 
for all aeroplane landing stages to be erected 
and contealied by municipal bodies, it is not 
unlikely that in many districts recourse will be 
had to vrivate enterprise. The pcrsons re- 
sponsible for the erection of the first landing 
stages will naturally be men with ideas a 
little in advance of those of the general public, 
and leadiag members of municipal bodies 
are hardly able to move in advance of 
public opinion. The need for private enterpris? 
therefore arises. Possibly in due course some 
of the existing transport companies may think 
it worth while to run aeroplane services in 
connexion with their other enterprises, in 
which case they would presumably themselves 
erect landing stages. Or enterprising indl- 
viduals in control of other commercial concerns 
may, with an eye to advertisement and in- 
creased business, take the iniative by erecting 
a landing stage in connexion with their premises, 
recouping themselves cull a of their expense 
by the receipts obtai from the landing 
dues. The number of landing stages to be 
erected in any locality will be within the dis- 
cretion of the local authority, as the consent 
of such body will require to be obtained to 
the erection of the stages if such exceed, as 
apparently they must do, the legal limit of 
height of ordinary buildings. 


Situation of Aviation Structures. 


A treatment of the aviation structures of 
the future is hardly complete without some 
reference to the situations in which they are 
likely to be erected. Having regard to the 
great distances that aeroplanes are able to 
cover in a few minutes, it seems reasonable to 
suppose that the sheds for the storage of the 
machines will be erected in the extreme outer 
suburbs of our towns, where land can be pur- 
chased at very little above agricultural value. 
The workshops will doubtless adjoin the sheds, 
but, of course, there will need to be a workshop 
or two in the heart of a town, so that — 
repairs can be dealt with without delay. The 
landing stages in towns of ordinary size will 
doubtless be erected in the centre of the inner 
commercial districts. It will then be possible 
for business men to come direct to their offices 
from country districts some twenty-five or 
thirty miles out in the short space of half an 
hour. In very large cities, in London especially, 
it is questionable whether the responsib 
authorities will not do well, for reasons of 
public safety and convenience, to reserve a 
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small area in the extreme centre of the com- 
mercial districts within which flying is pro- 
hibited, the landing stages in such cases being 
erected at intervals along the boundary line 
enclosing such agea. There is a good des! to 
be said for such a restriction. 

As an illustration of what is likely to take 
place when—it may be twenty years, it will 
certainly not be fifty years—aeroplane transit 
is established as one of the ordinary forms 
of locomotion let London be considered. 
As regards the housing of the aeroplanes, the 
necessary buildings will probably be erected, 
for the most part, well outside the present 
county area. The land on the south of the 
Thames beyond Woolwich will probably be 
found to be especially suitable for the erection 
of aeroplane sheds and workshops, as it is 
cheap, and materials, machinery, etc., may be 
conveyed to it by water. The question of 
the situation of the landing stages in the inner 
districts of London is a very attractive one 
for speculative thought. If flying is to be 
allowed without restriction over the whole 
of London, the obvious position for the principal 
landing stages will be along the Oxford-street 
and Holborn route, from the Marble Arch to 
the Bank and on to Aldgate, this being the 
backbone of business London. The Strand 
route, from Piccadilly-cireus to the Pank, 
being next in importance, would, of course, be 
similarly served. But it is very questionable 
whether the crection of landing stages in’ the 
very centre of London should be allowed, 
the thought of fleets of aeroplanes converging 
on a landing stage av the Bank hardly suggests 
security. The tangle of traffic at the ground 
Tevel at this point is snfficiently bad withont 
the introduction of a further tangle in the air, 
with aerial police on point duty emulating the 
City police wad The reservation of a com- 
pacatively small area in the centre of London 
for ordinary surface and underground transit 
would tend to prevent any congestion of 


aeroplane traffic, with its obvious great dangers - 


and probable injurious effect on the subjacent 
locality. Such an area might be bounded 
on the north by the Marylebone, Euston, and 
Pentonville roads, on the west by a line following 
the ordinary omnibus route from Chapel-street 
vid the Marble Arch and Hyde Park Corner to 
Victoria, and extended to Vauxhall Bridge. 
On the south the river would appear to constitute 
the natural boundary, and on the east a line 
could be arranged to extend from the City 
boundary adjoining the river, through Aldgate 
to the Angel, Islington. It will be seen that 
even with our present means of locomotion 
anv part of central London can be reached 
in less than ten minutes from some point 
on this suggested boundary line. The extra 
time in transit which such a restriction would 
involve is therefore comparatively trifling, 
and the little inconvenience would be very 
greatly outweighed by the advantage of having 
this clear area reserved in the centre of the 
metropolis. 

Experts are prone to differ, and on this 
question of the important aviation structures of 
the future every one who has a knowledge of 
the construction of buildings is as much of an 
expert as any one of his fellews. For we are al! 
on @ level as being, at present, pure theorists 
on this subject. It is therefore by no means 
anticipated that the views here put forward 
will meet with general acceptance, but that 
useful and interesting divergences of opinion 
will arise in tae discussion. Altho the 
problem is one which the allied professions 
of engineering and architecture will be required 
to solve, yet very great interest will be taken 
in what the aviators themselves have to say. 
For on this subject they may be expected, 
if not to pay the piper, to have at least some 
voice in setting the tune.” 


a>. 





BEDFORD COLLEGE, REGENT’S PARK. 

We have been informed by Messrs. Thomas 
Lawrence & Sons, of Bracknell, that the whole 
of the rubber bricks and the best hand-made 
and hand-pressed sand-faced facings used in 
this building, illustrated last week, are of their 
well-known T.L.B. make. 


GANTRY, STAMFORD-STREET. 
In referring in our last week's issue (p. 767) 
to the gantry in Stamford-street, erected in 
connexion with the new building for H.M. 
Stationery Office, it should have | stated 
that the structure was the work of Messrs. 
Drew Bear, Perks, & Co., Ltd, of - the 
Battersea Steel Works, S.W., and not of the 
firm mentioned. 
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THE LONDON COUNTY 
COUNCIL. 


Tee usual weekly meeting of the London 
County Council was held on Tuesday in the 
County Hall, Spring-gardens, S.W., Lord 
Cheylesmore, Chairman, presiding. 

,oans.—The Finance Committee recom- 
mended and it was agreed to make loans to 
Borough Councils as follows :—Deptford, 3,778/. 
for paving works; Hackney, 3,468/. for elec- 
tricity mains ; and Poplar, 20,0001. for electricity 
undertaking. 

New Sessions House.—A report was brought 
up by the Local Government Committee recom- 
mending that the existing court house at 
Newington be demolished and a new court 
house erected on the site and on adjacent land 
belonging to the Council ; also that during the 
erection of the new court house the quarter 
sessions be held at Clerkenwell Sessions, which 
should be disposed of as soon as the new build- 
ing at Newington had been erected. The 
estimated cost of the new court house is 
100,0007. The Committee’s recommendation 
was adopted. 

(heatres, etc.—The Theatres and Music Halls 
Committee stated that they had received an 
application for a certificate accompanied by a 
drawing submitted by Messrs. Lovegrove & 
Papworth, for a cinematograph hall proposed 
to be erected at 100 and 102, High-street, 
Wandsworth. Drawings have also been 
submitted by Messrs. W. Woodward & Sons and 
Mr. G. W. Booth for a proposed erection of a 
cinematograph hall on a site in Regent-street, 
now partly occupied by the New Gallery 
Restaurant. 





—_—_- 
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METROPOLITAN ASYLUMS 
BOARD. 


At the fortnightly sitting of the above 
Board, on Saturday, the following matters 
were dealt with:— : : 

Long Reach Hospital.—The Local Govern- 
ment Board had forwarded an order authoris- 
ing the managers to carry out adaptation 
and fire-resisting works at the above hospital 
at a cost not exceeding 1,500. 

Fountain Temporary Asylum.—It was de- 
cided to forward to the Local Government 
Board for their approval, a_plan_ for 
the adaptatioi of a portion’ of Block F at 
this Aaclons for the purposes of a visitors’- 
room and recreation hall for patients, and of 
the remaining portion of the same block for 
an isolation ward. 

Tenders. — The following tenders were 
accepted :—Alterations to the Medical Super- 
intendent’s house at the Northern Hospital ; 
Mr. W. S. Sharpin, Wellington Works, Bow, 
4791. Painting, repairs, etec., at the Downs 
School; Mr. W. Hussey, 32, Albert Hal: 
mansions, S.W., 945/. For engineers’, iron- 
mongery, and general stores, the tender of 
Messrs. Pryke & Palmer was accepted for 
218 items; that of Messrs. F. Bird & Co. for 
twenty-eight items; and that of Messrs. H. & 
C. Davis & Co., for twenty-one items. : 

Joyce Green Hospital._—Approval was given 
to the laying of granite tracks in Green- 
lane, Jovee Green Hospital, at an estimated 
cost of 3102., and to the widening of other 
granite setts, at a cost of 4001. 





—_ 
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LEGAL COLUMN. 





London Building Act Problems. 


A case before the Polics Magistrate at 
Greenwich was recently very shortly reported 
in the Times, in which a summons was taken 
out against a defendant for failing to give the 
District Surveyor for Deptford a notice under 
the London Building Act. The case is so 
briefly reported that it is somewhat difficult to 
gather the facts, as it is not stated in what 
capacity the defendant was acting. It appears, 
however, that the work which was being carried 
out was in connexion with the construc- 
tion of a sewer, and that over this 
work it was admitted that the District 
Surveyor had no jurisdiction under the London 
Building Act, but that the summons was taken 
out because there was an excavation under or 
near the buildings—three houses in Malpas- 
road, Brockley—which it was the duty of the 
District Surveyor to se filled in to his satis- 
faction. The magistrate convicted. but con- 
sented to state a case, so more information 
may be forthcoming as to the facts of the 
case; but it may be useful to our readers if 
we indicate the provisions in the Building A-+ 
which apply in such cases. By sect, 164 the 
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London County Council may make by-laws, 
and one of the matters which is specified to 
be dealt with by by-law is:—‘‘The mode in 
which, and the materials with which, any 
excavation made within a line drawn outside 
the external walls of a house, building, or 
other erection, and at a uniform distance 
therefrom of 3 ft., shall be filled up.” 

The by-law 
duty of each District Surveyor, on receiving 
notice of the commencement of any house, 
building, or other erection, or on his oming 
aware that any house, building, or other 
erection is being proceeded with, or that any 
excavation is being made within a line drawn 
outside the site of any house, building, or other 
erection, and within 3 ft, therefrom, to sce 

. . . that any excavation be filled up with 
the material re § in the manner specified by 
the foregoing by-laws.”’ In the wording of the 
by-law it is to be observed that it contemplates 
the Surveyor “‘ reegiving notice” of the “ com- 
mencement of apy house, etc.,’’ but of his 
“becoming aware” of any excavation. Other 
by-laws in the same group only speak 
of notice being given and plans being 
deposited in connexion with the com- 
mencement, erection, re-erection, alteration, 
or addition of or to. structures. Sect. 
145 of the Act provides for notice being 
given by the builder to the District Surveyor 
““where a building, structure, or work” is 
about to be begun. There have been a great 
many decisions upon the meaning of the word 
“work ”’ in this section, but we are not aware 
of any decision applying it to connexions with 
a sewer. 

Therefore, although it would be an offence 
to fill in an excavation contrary to the by-laws, 
i.e., otherwise than with the natural soil or 
with brick or dry rubbish, “or with other 
suitable material to be approved by the District 
Surveyor,” it is not clear that it is an offence 
not to give the District Surveyor notice, 
especially where the excavation is merely being 
filled in with the natural soil; and presumably 
where a Borough Council is laying a sewer, the 
question of excavations would have been 
brought to the notice of the District Surveyor, 
or he would have become aware of: their 
necessity. The case, if it goes further, will 
be watched with interest. 


Negligence of Sub-Contractor’s Workmen. 


In our ‘‘ Law Reports,” June 28, we pub- 
lished two cases in which builders or con- 
tractors were compelled to appeal from 
judgments by which they had been held liable 
to pay damages to what is termed in law a 
‘“‘ stranger’’—t.e., members of the public in 
no way connected with the operations being 
carried on—for personal injuries sustained 
through the neghgence of some person not in 
the employ of the defendants. 

In the first case, Padbury v. Holliday & 
Greenwood, a workman in the employ of a 
sub-contractor, who was putting metallic case- 
ments under contract in a building which the 
defendants were erecting, placed a tool on a 
window-sill, which, becoming displaced, struck 
a passer-by. In a trial in the High Court the 
jury awarded 5002. against the defendants. 

he Court of Appeal set this judgment aside, 
holding this to be an act of collateral negli- 
gence on the part of the sub-contractor’s 
workman. He was not a servant of the de- 
fendants, nor was the duty he was performing 
of such a nature as to call for special pre- 
cautions being taken by the contractors, the 
defendants. 

A case practically on all fours with the 
above was decid some forty years ago, 
Bridges v. North London Railway Company, 
by Lord Coleridge and Lords Justices Bram- 
well and Brett, where it was held that there 
was no evidence that the falling of a tool was 
a probable accident which might reasonably 
be foreseen so as to make it the contractor’s 
duty to guard against it. 

In the second case, Wilkinson v. Shorrock, 
the contractor’s men on a Saturday had left 
the works, where they were constructing a 
building, properly closed. A carter delivered 
some ks after the contractor’s men had 
gone, but whilst sub-contractor’s men were 
still at work on the premises. He removed 
a contractor’s gate, and left it in such a 
position that a child trespassing on the 
premises was injured by it. The County Court 
Judge held the contractor liable, but a 
Divisional Court set the judgment aside, on 
the ground that there was no evidence of 
negligence in any one for whom the con- 
tractors were responsible. 

In these days, where large sections of work 
are put out to be done under sub-contracts, the 
contractor is constantly being sued for. acts 
of negligence on the part of the gub- 
contractor’s men, and difficult questions of 
law arise, especially as between the two sets 
of employers using common plant: but as 
regards strangers, the above cases support the 
statement of law in Roscoe’s “Ntsi Prius 
Evidence,” that, ‘‘ Where a contractor employed 


rovides that ‘it shall be the 
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to do a lawful act which would not in th, 
natural course of things likely to cause 
injury to others, does it negligently, the con 
tractor alone and not the employer is |iabj.” 
This may be amplified by saying that 1 cop. 
tractor is not liable to the public for negligent 
acts on the part of the sub-contractor’: work. 
men, unless he exercises control over them o; 
unless the work undertaken by the contracto; 
necessitates special precautions being taken 
by him in connexion with the operation to he 
performed under the contract by the sy) 


contractor. 
Qe 
LAW REPORTS. 





Case under the London Building Act, 189%: 
Failure to Serve Notice on the District Surveyor, 


Ar Greenwich Police-court, on June 27, Mr 
Arthur L. Etheridge, builder, appeared before 
Mr. Symmons to answer three summonses for 
having failed to serve building notices on the 
District Surveyor for Deptford in respect of 
work executed by him for the Borough Council 
of Deptford in connexion with the recon. 
struction of a sewer. Mr, L. N. 8. Pasmore 
sressess for the District Surveyor, Mr. B 

reig and Mr. J. Dudley Wolverson appeared 
for the defendant and on behalf of the 
Borough Council. Three summonses were 
issued in respect of three several buildings, 
Nos. 81, 83, and 89, Malpas-road, and they 
were taken together. 

Evidence was given by the District Surveyor 
that on May 25, 1912, he discovered work in 
progress at No. 81, Malpas-road, Deptford, o/ 
which no notice had been served upon him 
The work consisted of cutting an open trench 
through the basement floor of the main build. 
ing and removing a portion of the concrete 
foundations of the walls. The trench was con 
tinued through the open air and under the 
back addition of the building, where concrete 
had also been removed from the foundations. 
The trench was carried across the back garden 
of No. 83, Malpas-road, and at a depth of 
about 3 ft. 3 in. it passed under one corner 
of the rear water-closet block. This latter 
work was discovered on June 3, 1912, and the 
same day the District Surveyor telephoned to 
the defendant, calling his attention to the 
necessity of restoring a solid support to the 
water-clos@t block. The defendant said he 
would attend to this point; but next day, 
June 4, the District Surveyor found that this 
portion had been improperly filled in, and 
served a notice of irregularity on the de 
fendant requiring him to provide a support 
of concrete. The work was amended to the 
satisfaction of the District Surveyor as re- 

uired by the notice. On June 4 the District 
urveyor discovered that the trench had been 
continued under the rear water-closet block 
of No. 89, Malpas-road, from side to side. and 
the solid support under portions of two of 
the walls had been removed. He stated th: 
the duty of dealing with these points was 
imposed on him by sect. 146 of the Londo 
Building Act, 1894, and the work involved 
the application of the reliminary paragraphs 
of the First. Schedule, particularly Para- 
graph I., which provides that the footings 
of walls of buildings shall rest on the solid 
ground, or upon concrete, or upon other solid 
substructure. The by-laws under the London 
County Council (General Powers) Act, 1390. 
also were involved, as By-law 2 provides for 
the mode in which and the materials with 
which any excavation outside the site of 4 
building shall be filled up, and also the by-laws 
under the Metropolis Management and Build 
ing Acts (Amendment) Act, 1878, as -By-l»w 2 
provides that the site of every house or build. 
ing shall be covered with a layer of ood 
concrete at least 6 in, thick. These by-/aws 
further impose the duty on the District Sur 
veyor of securing compliance _ there ith 
Letters had been addressed to the defer jant 
calling his attention to the necessity of servin? 
notices on the District Survevor in respect of 
the several works. : 

‘or the defence it was argued that a: th 
work was executed by the Borough Council 
under the duties imposed by sect. 69 of th 
Metropolis Local Management Act. 1855, the’ 
were not subject to control by any «ther 
authority, and Mr. Wolverson instanced the 
practice of the London County Counci! i? 
dealing with dangerous stractures wher’. 
although the Borough Council was the 
authority charged with the duty of licensing 
hoardings, the London County Council did not 
take out licences for such hoardings as wer? 
erected by them in connexion with dangerous 
structures. In reply to this point it was siatet 
vy the magistrate that there is a section 


the Metropolis Local Management Act, 1955 


exempting the Cornmissioners of Police from 
the operation of ‘such Act, which includes the 
licensing of hoardings, and at that time 
dangerous structures were dealt with by suc 
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Commissioners, but now these powers are 
exercised by the London County Council. .__ 

Mr. Pasmore pointed out that every build- 
ing, structure, or work in the Metropolitan 
area is subject to the London Building Act. 
1894, except those which are specially exempted 
either partly or wholly under sects. 201 to 205, 
and sect, more particularly refers to works 
by a local authority. He further called his 
Worship’s attention to the fact that the London 
County Council had never claimed any exemp: 
tion outside those expressly granted by the 
Act. 

The magistrate referred to the statutory duty 
imposed upon the District Surveyor of secur- 
ing the proper construction of buildings and 
their maintenance, and in indicating that the 
London County Council was a higher and more 
important body than the Borough Councils 
specifically mentioned the school cases where 
actions between the District Surveyors and 
the London County Council have been tried, 
and it had been held that the London County 
Council must serve notice of their works on 
the District Surveyor. As regards the sewer 
work, it had been admitted that the District 
Surveyor had no jurisdiction so far as regards 
the actual sewer, but there was clearly work 
for the District Surveyor to do in connexion 
with the foundations of the buildings. He 
found for the District Survevor on each 
summons, and a fine of 10s. and ll. ls. costs 
was imposed on each of the three cases. 


OrrictaL Rereree’s Court. 
(Before Mr. H. W. Verney.) 
Alterations to a House : 
Thompson v. Thompson. 
Mr. Verey, on the twelfth day of hearing, 
gave judgment on July 2 in a case in which 
Messrs. John Thompson & Co., builders and 
contractors, carrying on business at 43, Wood- 
street, Peterborough, claimed the balance of 
an account from the defendant, Mr. George 
Thompson, of Sutton Marsh, Long Sutton, 
amounting to 1,741/. 4s., for work and labour 
done, and materials provided, in respect to 
alterations and additions at Wryde Farm 
House, Thorney, near Peterborough, and on 
the borders of Lincolnshire. The defence in 
this action was that the charges were excessive 
and unreasonable. The defendant had paid 
1,4007. for the sake of peace. 
The house was acquired by the defendant— 
who is not related to the plaintiffs—as an in- 
tended residence for his daughter, who was 
to be married in the spring of 1911 to Mr. 
Harry Selwyn Dixon-Spain, who, according to 
Counsel, is the land agent to the Earl of 
Leicester. In March the plaintiffs were ap- 
proached by Mr. Dixon-Spain concerning the 
work. He told them that the wedding was 
fixed for May 1, 1911, and that plaintiffs could 
not look inside the house until April 5, because 
it was still in the occupation of a previous 
tenant. Mr. Compston, Counsel for the 
plaintiffs, declared in his opening statement 
that on March 14 it was agreed by Mr. Dixon- 
Spain that the work required to be done was 
such that there was no possibility of giving 
any estimate for it. Therefore the contract 
was for the execution of certain work which 
could not be estimated for. They were em- 
ployed to do the work. Mr. Dixon-Spain had 
asked whether the plaintiffs had a competent 
“cesigner who could get out designs, prepare 
Crawings and details, and always be on the 
‘pot to take instructions from him and advise 
from time to time. The plaintiffs replied that 
‘hey had such a man, and that they would 
place his services entirely at the disposal of 
the defendant until the work was completed. 
he plaintiffs, said Mr. Compston, were to 
e architects as well as contractors, 
The house in question, built in 1862, had 
— n a farmhouse, as its name implied—Wryde 

arm House. _ Counsel remarked that it would 
oe ts tly obvious that the work was of such 
setae racter that no complete specification could 
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work done. Plaintiffs would not agree to that 
figure, and witness sent Mr. Venning, a 
Soe surveyor, to measure up and price 
the work. Mr. Dixon-Spain added that he 
had much experience of the alteration of old 
houses, and he considered that the work at 
Wryde did not present any remarkable 
features. 

In cross-examination by Mr. Compston, the 
witness said he did not consider it necessary 
for anybody to give him information about 
the hidden work. He had all the data he 
needed, and, even if he had had no informa- 
tion at all, it would have been easy for him 
to arrive as an architect at a fairly accurate 
estimate of what the work was. 

Sir Brumwell Thomas, who practises at 37, 
Old Queen-street, Westminster, in answer to 
Mr. Herbert Smith, defendant’s Counsel, 
stated that he had been asked to visit the 
house in gpa and he had gone through 
the bill of quantities with Mr. Venning. Sir 
Brumwell supported in evidence the de- 
fendant’s several contentions. 

Mr. Smith: Plaintiffs’ witnesses have said 
that if this had been a contract job they would 
admit there ought to have been a foreman, but 
that as this was a day-by-day job there was 
no necessity for one. What do you say ?—Sir 
Brumwell replied that, in fairness to everyone, 
a foreman was just as necessary on a day-by- 
day job. He did not see why this work could 
not have been completed in five weeks. Asked 
the secret of getting such a job as this per- 
formed with due expedition, Sir Brumwell 
replied: “Control and organisation.” Sir 
Brumwell would not subscribe to the plaintiffs’ 
proposition that to do this job in five weeks 
would entail a tremendous drive. The 
majority of drawings in this case were setting- 
out details, which would be included in the 
ordinary work. 

After hearing much other evidence and the 
speeches of Counsel on both sides, 

The Official Referee, delivering his decision, 
said that the plaintiffs were a firm of high 
repute, and it had been admitted that this 
practically was a good class of work. He 
thought that there was absolutely nothing in 
the whole case or the evidence to lead him 
to think that the plaintiffs had acted with any 
intention to Paced oacame or to deceive, or that 
they had departed from their genera] business 
and ordinary book-keeping methods. The 
plaintiffs had put in their time-sheets and their 
material books, and they said that this time 
had been — and materials used, and they 
were priced. The main objection raised by 
the defendant was that the time could not 
have been prtperty used. Two gentlemen, on 
behalf of the plaintiffs, who had visited the 
house had said in evidence that they had come 
to the conclusion that they could not measure 
the work. He (the Referee) had had the ad- 
vantage of seeing the house and of having had 
things pointed out. The defendant, on the 
other hand, had called three witnesses at least 
who had measured and valued the work, and 
they had acted independently. Two architects, 
too, had been called, and had more or less 
supported the figure which quantity surveying 
and building witnesses had given for the de- 
fendant. Unless he thought that these men 
were saying what was not true, he could not 
see how he could disregard their evidence. 
He could not get over the fact that these 
gentlemen had all come to a figure very 
much alike—although independently of each 
other—for the work. Here were three people 
who had measured. Was he to disregard 
them? If the valuation came any way near 
what the builders’ books and _time-sheets 
showed, he should be in favour of accepting 
them as the proper value of what the de- 
fendant ought to pay. In his opinion, how- 
ever, any mistake or omission which these 
gentlemen might have made was fully covered 
by the difference between the money paid 
into Court and the sum offered by defendant. 
Taking everything into consideration, he 
found as a fact that the sum of 1,400. paid 
by the defendant was sufficient to satisfy 
plaintiffs’ claim, and he, therefore, gave judg- 
ment for the defendant with costs, after de- 
ducting therefrom plaintiffs’ costs up to the 
time of the payment into Court. 
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LONDON COUNCILS. 





Bermondsey.—Plans have been passed as 
follows:—Mr. H. Kent, builder, 31, Beacon- 
road, Hither Green, 8.E., factory, ~— 
Riley-street, for Messrs. Grant & Co., Riley- 
street, S.E.; Messrs. J. Greenwood, ¥ 
builders, 12-14, Arthur-street, E.C., warehouses, 
Weston-street, for Messrs. Malcolm, Inglis,. & 
Co., 82, St. Thomas-street, and Messrs. H. I. 
Pearson & Co., 72, St. Thomas-street; Messrs. 
J. Greenwood, Ltd., builders, 12-14, Arthur- 
street, E.C., buildings on the site of Nos. 
184-192, Bermondsey-street. 
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Camberwell.—The work of paving a portion 
of the west side of Peckham Rye with granite 
setts is to be carried out. by the Borough 
Engineer, and the London County Council are 
prepared to sanction a ioan of 1,966l., for 
carrying out the work. Plans have _ 
lodged with the London County Council by 
Messrs. Ellyat & Porter for the erection of 
buildings on the.east side of Red Post-hill. 

Fulham.—The attention of the London 
County Council is to be called to the in- 
adequacy of Wandsworth Bridge for the 
purpose of heavy vehicles, and suggesting the 
expediency of erecting a new bridge in lieu 
thereof suitable to the present requirements. 

Hendon.—The Architect to the Guardians 1s 
to be instructed to prepare specifications with 
a view to tenders being invited for the execu- 
tion of repair works at the schools. 

Heston and Isleworth.—Applications are to 
be made to the Local Government Board for 
sanction (1) to borrow 5,798. for the laying of 
‘*Durax”’ paving in the margins outside the 
tram track in a portion of London-road; and 
(2) 2,4601. for replacing the wood-paving in 
High-street, Hounslow. Plans have been 
passed as follows:—Messrs. Smee & Houchin, 
alterations to Baptist chapel, Staines-road, 
Hounslow; Messrs. P. Chase, Gardener, & Co., 
cinematograph theatre, Staines-road, Houns- 
low; Messrs. Fuller, Smith, & Turner, alicra- 
tions to Castle Inn, London-road, Isleworth ; 
the Rev. F. W. A. Wilkinson, alterations to 
the Vicarage, Heston. : 

Hornsey.—Plans prepared by Mr. G. E. T. 
Laurence for the erection of a temporary 
school at Muswell-hill have been approved. 
The school is planned to accommodate 
children. Plans have also been approved for 
alterations at the North Harringay School. 

Islington.—The tender of essrs. D. R. 
Paterson, Ltd. is to be accepted by the 
Borough Council, at 2791, for extending the 
joint main road at the cemetery for a distance 
of 170 yds. : 

Kensington.—The tender of Mr. A. Jamieson 
has been accepted at 77/. 15s. for the erection 
of a boiler house, etc., at the cemetery. Per- 
mission is to be granted to Messrs. Joseph & 
Smithem, architects, 83, Chsseten, E.C., to 
erect an annexe to No. 46, Edwardes-square, 
subject to the brick sewer, upon which the 
building is to be erected, being ramm 
beneath the invert for the entire width, with 
Portland cement concrete. The Engineer has 
been instructed to prepare plans for the 
making-up of Wallingford-avenue as a new 
street. 

Lambeth.—The tender of Messrs. Lapthorne 
& Co.. Ltd., has been accepted at 98/. by the 
Borough Council for carrying -out drainage 
works at the West Norwood Library. Messrs. 
Stringer Brothers have had plans passed for 
the drainage of six houses proposed to be 
erected in Claverdale-road, hig Tulse-hill. 

Lewisham.—Repairs are to be carried out to 
the footpaths in eleven roads at an estimated 
cost of 1991. The carriageways of portions of 
Brownhill-road and Ladywell-road are to be 
repaired at an estimated cost of 793f. The 
tender of Mr. J. T. Gloag has been accepted 
at 1782. for reconstructing the drains at Nos. 
30 to 60, Adelaideroad. For executing the 
necessary paving works in a_ portion of 
Stanstead-road, in connexion with the con- 
struction of tramways, the tender of Messrs. 
J. Mowlem & Co. has n accepted for laying 
340 super. yds. of Norwegian or Swedish 
granite paving on concrete, and special grout- 
ing, and for 50 super. yds. of Aberdeen granite 
paving on existing concrete and special grout- 
ing, at 21s. 6d. and 18s. 6d. per super. yard, 
respectively. The Borough Council have 
entered into an arrangement with the London 
County Council, whereby they will carry out 
the widening and paving works for the County 
Council in connexion with the construction of 
tramways from Catford to Forest Hill, on 
payment by the County Council of 5,2321., with 
the actual cost of pipe, etc., alterations. 
Middlesex. — The County Council have 
accepted the tender of Messrs. Walter 
Lawrence & Son, at 4701, for the erection of 
a witness’s waiting-room, ctc., at the Totten- 
ham Court-House. Notice is to be given of 
the Education Committee’s intention of 
erecting a — in Southgate to accommodate 

t children. 
oe iuhenethe following plans have been 

ssed by the Rural District Council :—Mr. H. 

Woods, five houses, Eastfields-road; the 
Mitcham Margarine Company. additions to 
Tower Works, Commonside East; Mr. A. 
Crisp, alterations to Gorringe Park Hotel, 
London-road: Mr. J. Wilson, three houses, 
Ashbourne-road; Mr. E. F. Baverstock, fifty- 
eight houses, Park, Clive, Robinson, and 
Ashbourne 


roads. 
Southoate.—The offer of the Patent Victoria 
Stone Company has — accepted by the 
Urban District Council for pa A on 
of the footpath of the Broadway, Winchmore- 
hill, at an estimated cost of 150. Application 
is to be made to the Local Government Board 
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for sanction to the borrowing of 1,868/. for 
executing improvement works in Broomfieid- 
lane. The total cost of the work is 2,530/. 
The Surveyor has been instructed to prepare 
plans for the provision of an open-air 
swimming-bath at Barrowell-green, similar to 
that at Chiswick. The following plans have 
been passed :—Messrs. Edmondsons, Ltd., four 
shops and houses, Broadway, Winchmore-hill ; 
Mr. W. J. Payne, five houses, Elmwood- 
avenue, Palmer's Green; Messrs. Matthews & 
Bennett, six houses, The Grove, Palmer's 
Green: Mr. H. C. Keene, fourteen houses, The 
Rise, Palmer’s Green; Mr. W. E. Wood, four 
houses, Hamilton-crescent, Palmer's Green; 
Mr. W. Simmons, five houses, Conway-roau, 
Southgate. 

Southwark.—A sewer is to be reconstructed 
at an estimated cost of 130. 

Tottenham.—The tenders of Messrs. Brau- 
shaw & Co. and Messrs, Grounds & Newton 
have been accepted by the Urban _ District 
Council for tar-paving and asphalt-paving 
repairs, respectively. Plans have been passed 
for Messrs. Prestwich & Co. for carrying out 
additions to a factory in Tariff-road. 

Westminster.—The whole area of macadam 
roadway outside St. James's Palace, at tne 
junction of Pall Mall and St. James’s-strect, 
is to be paved with creosoted yellow deal 
blocks, at an estimated cost of 355/., subject 
to the Office of Works agreeing to repay the 
Council the cost of paving that portion under 
their jurisdiction. The centre portion of 
Dover-yard is to be paved with 5-in. creosoted 
pine-blocks, at an estimated cost of 240/., and 
tenders are to be obtained for the execution 
of the work. The City Engineer has been 
instructed to carry out the necessary paving 
and other works, estimated at 90/., in con- 
nexion with improvements in Vincent-square 
and Rochester-row. Plans have been passed 
for Mr. A. E. Hughes for the erection of a 
building in Warwick-row. 

Woolwtch.—A portion of the carriageway of 
Powis-street is to be repaved with wood blocks 
by direct labour, at an estimated cost of 
3,500/., and tenders are to be obtained for the 
blocks required. The tender of Messrs. E 
Proctor & Sons, High-street, Plumstead, has 
been accepted, at 1,050/., for the construction 
of an underground convenience in Beresford- 
square. The Borough Engineer has been 
directed to prepare plans, and tenders are to 
be invited for the erection of a convenience 
in Royal Victoria-gardens, North Woolwich 
Plans lodged by Mr. T. G. Arnold, 147, Powis- 
street, Woolwich, on behalf of the Roval 
Arsenal Co-operative Society, Ltd., have been 
approved for the erection of ten houses in 
Rochdale-road, Plumstead. 


Deptford.—An error was made in our issue 
last week, on page 775, in giving the name of 
Mr. E. C. Pinks as having been appointed 
to take out the quantities of the new central 
library to be erected in Lewisham High-road 
Mr. G. Silvester, F.S.1., of 7, Adam-street, 
Strand, W.C., has been appointed surveyor for 
this work, and he will perform the whole of 
the Quantity Surveyor’s work in connexion 
with this building. 


tie 
oo 


FOREIGN AND COLONIAL. 


Building in Roumania. 

The Nachrichten fir Handel (Berlin) of 
June 13 states that arrangements have been 
made for the erection of five new large hotels 
in Bucharest. In addition, the following build- 
ings are being constructed:—Carol I. Uni 
versity, Military Club, “Credit Roman”’ 
Bank, Town Hall, Senate House, and the 
* Agricola’’ Insurance Company’s premises 
Roumanian cement manufacturers had arranged 
to produce only 12,000 wagon loads of cement 
this year, but they have orders on hand for 
more than 24,000 wagon loads. 


Building in the Argentine Republic. 

The Boletin Oficial of May 13 publishes a 
decree authorising the Superintendent of Mili- 
tary Construction to erect a hospital, isolation 
wards, etc., in Campo de Mayo. The cost of 
the works is not to exceed the sum of 450,000 
pesos currency (about 39,370/.) The same issue 
of the Boletin contains a decree authorising the 
construction in the Puerto Militar Arsenal of 
powder magazines, stores for explosives, and a 
laboratory, and the installation of refrigerators 
The total cost of these works is estimated at 
254,533 pesos currency (about 20,5002. ). 

7, HOSPITAL, GOOLE. 

e new Bartholomew Hospital has be 
erected at a cost of 7,500. ete the as 
of Messrs. Hill & Son, of Leeds. The building 
has accommodation for twenty-four beds, and 
the contract was carried out by Messrs. 








Ledgard & Son, of Leeds. 
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TRADE CATALOGUES. 





We have received a leaflet from the National 
Radiator Company, Ltd., of 441, Oxford-street, 
W., giving particulars of their Ideal No. 1 
B.B. Series water-boilers. These boilers have 
been specially designed for horticultural work 
and are fitted with double firing doors, giving 
free access to all parts of the fire and grate 
for the easy removal of clinker, etc. The 
capacities of these boilers, as at present made, 
range from 710 ft. to 1,435 ft. of 4-in. pipe, and 
the amoke outlet can be furnished either on 
front or back as required. 

The Carron Company send us a price list 
of their new series of “segmental” interior 
rrates. The designs shown, fourteen in 
number, are of a high standard, and there are 
few schemes of internal decoration with which 
they would not harmonise. 

Messrs. George M. Callender & Co., Ltd., 
of London Works, Bow, E., and 25, Victoria 
street, 8.W., send us their illustrated catalogue 
No. 12, showing views of the various works 
where Callender’s pure bitumen sheeting has 
been employed. This firm were, in the late 
seventies, the first to conceive the idea of 
tempering refined bitumen into pliable sheets.+ 
Their trade was at first confined to damp-courses 
for buildings, but presently came to be — 
with successful results for covering railway 
bridges, lining ponds, and for flat roofs, ete. 
A pond thus lined as far back as 1885 is 
still quite watertight. Among the more im- 
portant works where this material has been 
employed as a waterproofing medium are open 
reservoirs at Shildon, Durham; Newquay, 
Cornwall; and Abbassia, Egypt; filter-beds at 
Lianelly, Carmarthen; Ivry, Paris; and 
Galatz, Roumania; swimming-bath at Erith, 
Kent: the Grand Junction Canal, Tring, 
Herts; and the Khedival Dock at Alexandria. 

We have received from Messrs. Hartley & 
Sugden, Ltd., of Atlas Works, Halifax, and 
11, Queen Victoria-street, London, E.C., their 
latest catalogue of the well-known ‘‘ White 
Rose” cast-iron sectional boilers and radiators. 
We desire particularly to call the attention of 
our readers to the series “‘ M ”’ boiler, designed 
especially for shallow stoke-holes. A flow 
socket can be fitted at 39 in. from the floor 
to centre, to a boiler capable of heating 
2.550 ft. radiation. The depth of the firebox 
is 22 in., and a top fuel feeder is provided, 
so that the boiler can be stoked to burn ten 
hours without attention. The interior is easy 
of access for purposes of cleaning. An 
excellent line is the cast-iron independent 
“ Lotus’ boiler, specially designed for build- 
ing into the walls of greenhouses, motor-sheds, 
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PATENTS. 
APPLICATIONS PUBLISHED.*® 
7,936 of 1911.—William Ranson Cooper: 


Apparatus for heating water or other liquids. 

13,255 of 1911.—James Heaton: Mode of, and 
apparatus, for manufacturing roofing and the 
like tiles. 

13,334 of 1911.—Alfred Frank Harrison and 
Oliver Leopold Peard: Heating appliances. 

13,752 of 1911.—James Yate Johnson (Edward 
Joseph Bull): Rolled steel door and window- 
frames. 

16,492 of 1911.—William Henry Fenn: Re- 
movable grip joint for wood or metal work. 

19,706 of 1911.—Fred Evered Smith: Exten- 
sion ladder. 

22,359 of 1911.—Dr. August Kahr: Machine 
os manufacturing hollow bricks closed on all 
sides. 

22,991 of 1911.—Carl Oscar Sjdstrand: 
Utensils for scrubbing and washirg doces and 
the like. 

26,332 of 1911.—Otto Rechnitz: Lathing for 
plaster-work and the like. 

_ 28,910 of 1911.—William Bldwin Hough: 
Spacing and securing devices for the reinforce 


ing members in reinforced concrete  con- 
struction. 
1,560 of 1912—Henry Robbins Wardell: 


Bituminous structural materials. 

4,909 of 1912.—Nicola Faraldi: Manufacture 
of artificial stone blocks. 

11,222 of 1912.—Charles Showell and John 


Scrivens: Spring-controlled doors. 
SELECTED PATENTS. 
691 of 1911.— William Charles Lobb: 


Chimney-tops. 
This relates to a chimney-top provided with 
a wind-directed conical hood with an outlet 
and a vane made from one piece of metal. 
The vane is strengthened by a corrugation, 
1,893 of 1911.—James Muirhead : Ventilators, 
This relates to ventilators wherein the crown 





* All these applications are in the stage in 
which opposition to th 
them can be made. grant of Patents upon 
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of the roof is cut away and a cover / js 
supported by brackets. Between the depend 
ing sides b' of the cover and vertical planks 
a, a', a chonnel c! is left, through which 
air passes, to cause a suction of vitiated air 
from the building. The air is carried off b 
valves d, ¢e, which are operated as require: 
through ropes and levers. The roof ridge | 
strengthened by distance-pieces placed between 
the planks a, a'. 

















1,893 of 1911. 


1,952 of 
roofs. 
This relates to a metal clip for roofing: 
plates, which consists of a strip ¢ with a bend 
h passing through a notch on each of th: 


1911.—Richard Gerling: Slating 





1,952 of 1911. 


adjacent plates, the upper part of the clip 
being bent over the plate to engage the sup 
ort f; the lower part a under the plate ma) 
bs provided with a turned-up end 7, and th 
bend with a flanged cross-piece i, both engag 
ing grooves in the underside of the plates 


2,011 of 1911.—John Cable: Casements, fan 
lights. 

This relates to means for hanging casement: 
or fanlights comprising a pair of unequal arm: 
pivoted to the window and its frame, and 


consists in fitting the device to the inside of 














2,011 of 1911, 


the window without cutting the window or | 
frame. The two unequal arms 6, 7, are pivot 
to a plate or plates 1 fixed to the sill and 
to one or more lugs 3 projecting from * 
plate 4 secured to the inside face of the 
window. 
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THE BUILDER. 


List of Competitions, Contracts, etc. 


For some Contracts still open, but not included in this List, see previous issues. Those with an asterisk (*) are 
advertised in this number: Competitions, iv.; Contracts, iv. vi. viii. x.; Public Appointments, xxi.; Auction Sales, x2vi. 


Certain conditions beyond those given in the following information are imposed in some cases, such as : 


the advertisers do not 


bind themselves to accept the lowest or any tender; that a fair wages clause shall be observed; that no allowance will be 
; made for tenders; and that deposits are returned on receipt of a bona-fide tender unless stated to the contrary. 
The date given at the commencement of each paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or the names of those willing to 


submit tenders, may be sent in. 


*,* It must be understood that the following paragraphs are printed as news, and not as advertisements; and that while every 
endeavour is made to ensure accuracy, we cannot be responsible for errors that may occur. 


Competitions. 





Jury 6. — Conisbrough. — Appitions to 
Hospita._-The Doncaster and Mexbrough Joint 
Hospital Board invite competitive plans tor addi- 
tions to Isolation Hospital See advertisements 
in the issues of May 17 and June 7 for further 
particulars. 

Avaust 6. —- Cardiff. —- Frre-station. — The 
Cardiff Corporation invite designs and estimates 
for @ fire brigade station in Westgate-street, Mr 
A. Marshall Mackenzie, assessor. Particulars 
from the Town Clerk, City Hall, Cardiff. 

AuGUst 30. — Saxon Swet, Prize. — Fifty 
guineas, with medal, is offered for essay on 
“The Lighting, Heating, etc., of an Operating- 
Room for a General Hospital.’” Particulars from 
the Sanitary Institute, 90, Buckingham Palace- 


road, 8. W. 
SepremBer 1.--Goole.—MuxicipaL Orrices 
Premiums 301. and 15!. Particulars from Mr 
Tyson, Council Offices, Goole. 
September 30.—-Dublin..-University Couece : 
New Boitpincs.--Limited to architects in Ire- 
land. Assessor, Mr. H. T. Hare, F.R.I.B.A. 
Octoser 1. — Ot 


a. = ‘as . ’ 
pow wae MONUMENT To Kinc 


taw 
Sketch models in plaster to be 
sent to the Director of National Art Gallery, 
Ottawa. Particulars from the Public Works 
Department, Ottawa 

No Date.—Jordanhill, Glasgow.—Proposep 
TRAINING COLLEGE.— Limited to six firms, named 
in “‘ Competition News,”’ December 1, page 635. 
No Dats. — Warrington. -—- ScHoo.. — ‘he 
Warrington Education Committee invite com- 
petitive plans for the erection of a public 
elementary school. See advertisement in issue 
of February 16 for further particulars. 


Contracts. 





BUILDING. 


The date given at the commencement of each 
paregraph is the latest date when the tender, or 
the names of those willing to submit tenders 
may be sent in. y 

Juty 5.—Ardallie.—Apprrions 
to church hall at Ardallie. 
tions with Mr. Wm 


For additions 
e. Plans and specifica- 
t Davideon, architect, Ellon, 
Bde 6 Barnsley. Terkact.—The Barnsley 
Football Club, Ltd., invites tenders for the 
crocsaa of a covered terrace to accommodate 
1,000. Mr. J. J. Hastie, Secretary, 2, Burlington- 
arcade, Barnsley. 
Jeny 6. -- Belfast. -— Restpence.-— For the 
Ane of villa residence, Stranmillis-road, 
lenin I lene. ene svechentiins from Mr. Gerald 
anigan, architee ; ‘s-buildi Jel- 
ington-planc Melieak rane's-buildings, 1, Wel 
‘ Jt LY 6.—Coalisland.Appitions._For _ad- 
rhe — alterations to the Hibernian Hall, 
a7: i . Co, Tyrone. Plans and specification 
vith Mr, Neil O'Donnell, Derry, Coaheland. 
J LY 6.-Downpatrick.—Wakp, Etc.-_Erection 
__« casual ward and strongroom at the work- 
ome Plan and specification with Mr. R. L. 
ow, Clerk of Union, Clerk’s Office, Down 


a S= Barnard Castle. — Corrace. — For 
1 n of cottage at the Lartington filter beds, 
= if astle, for the Tees Valley Water Com- 
Plans and specifications with M 


‘ essrs. R. 
\I se and Sons, architects, 129, Albert-road, 
“idles brough, 
Ere §.-Bexley Heath.—Orrices, erc.— 


‘ction of new offices, sanitary improvements, 

Sve cneral painting and repairs at the school. 
resi Me On and plan by the committee's archi- 
West: Wilfrid H. Robinson, of Caxton House, 

Be inster, with Mr. Walter J. Weaving, 199, 
roadway, Bexley Heath, Kent. 


;,) -Y 8.—Teondon.—Facrory.—For erecting a@ 


09 td 4 the O. T. Company, Ltd., at Green- 
lees’ ackfriars. uantities and forms of 
Se Messrs. Henry Langston & Co., 


tects and eurveyors, 1, 2. an 


chance @ -* hs ; 
nange, Southwark-etreet, S.E. oe 
eal ~Moorthorpe.—Hovses. —Erection of 
four houses at miner borpe. Plans poem and 
. Tu 


Mantities from Mr. W rner, architect, etc., 
arket Hill, 


suey. 

North tantiez rham. —- Improvements. — The 
ae Eastern Railway invite tenders for carry- 
Wie a , mProvements at Durham Station. 
informatie pecification seen, and quantities and 
nany's Pe WY Mr. William Bell, the Com- 
Tyne ‘“‘Tehitect, Westgate-road, Newcastle-on- 


vl 








Jury 9.—London.—Excnancte.—Erection of 

Victoria new telephone exchange. Drawings, 
specification, aud a copy of the conditions and 
form of contract with Mr. J. Rutherford, 22, 
Carlisle place, London, S.W. Quantities and 
forms of tender on deposit of ll. 1s. from the 
Secretary, H.M. Office of Works, etc., Storey’s- 
gate, London, 8.W. 
_ Jury 9.--Shrewsbury.—Wa...—For rebuild- 
ing wall, laying concrete paving, supplying end 
erecting unclimbable iron tencing and other work 
adjoining north side of river and below Welsh 
Bridge Specification and drawings seen and 
quantities and form of tender, on deposit of 1l., 
irom Mr. W. Chapple Eddowes, Borough Sur- 
veyor, Borough Surveyor’s Office, The Square, 
Shrewsbury. 

Juty 10.--Chester.— Mrii.t.—-Erection of a new 
mill, ete., Brook-atreet, Chester Quantities and 
form of tender from Messrs. John H. Davies & 
Sons, architects, 14, Newgate-street, Chester, on 
deposit of 11. 1s. 

ULY 10.-Newport..—AppitTions, reTc.—Altera- 
tions and additions to the offices, Pentonville, 
Newport. Plans and specification with Mr 
Wilham Tanner, F.S.1., County Surveyor, New 
port, Mon. Quantities on deposit of 11. Is. 

Juty 10,-- Thorne. -— Appitions.-—-For the 
erection of additions to the male wards of the 
workhouse infirmary. Specifications and plans 
at the workhouse. 

Juty 11.—Bedlinog.—Appitions.—For altera- 
tions and additions to Soar Welsh Wesleyan 

Plans and specifications with 
Mr. T. Edmund , architect, Bank-chambers, 
Merthyr Tydfil 


JoLty 11.—London.— Liprary.—Erection of a 
branch library building in Brooksby’s-walk, 
Homerton. Plans and specification seen, and 
quantities, with conditions, form of tender, and 
form of contract, trom the architect, Mr. Edwin 
Cooper, F.R.I.B.A., 12, Gray’s Inn-square, W.C., 
on deposit of 21. 2s. 

Jury 12.—Ashton-under-Lyne.—LaunpRY 
For erection of a new laundry, chimney, etc., at 
the district infirmary. Plans and quantities from 
the architects, Messrs. H. George and Sons, 
7, Warrington-street, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Juty 12.—Durham.—Locx-up.—Erection of a 
new lock-up at Bolden Colliery. Plans, specifi- 
cation, and conditions of contract seen and 
quantities from Mr. William Crozier, A.M.I.C.E, 
County Surveyor, Durham. 

JULY 12.- sfield._..Batus.—-For erection of 
slipper baths at Pleasiey Hill, Mansfield. Plans, 
specification, and quantities, on deposit of 21. 2s., 
from Mr. T. P. Collinge, A.M.Inst.C.E., Borough 
Surveyor, Exchange-row. 

Jury 13.—-Walsall.—Appitions.-For altera- 
tions and additions to Croft-street Infants’ 
School, Walsal!. Drawings, specification, and 
quantities from the Borough Surveyor, Council 

ouse, Lichfield-street, Walsall. 

Juty 15.—Dewsbury.—Station.—Erection of a 
fire engine station. Specifications and plans 
om eruccrnens from the rough Surveyor, Town 

all. 

* JuLy 15.—-East Barnet. — ScHoo.. — The 
H.C.C. Education Comniittee invite tenders for 
alterations and additions to Brunswick Park 
School. See advertisement in this issue for 
further particulars 

Juty 15.— Gloucester, — ALTeRaTions. — Pro- 
posed alterations at the Crvpt Grammar School, 


Gloucester. Architect, Mr. Walter B. Wood, 12, 
oma A Gloucester. Quantities from 
Messrs Vale & Kingsford, St. Aldate-street, 


Gloucester, on deposit of 21. 2s J i 

Juty 15.—Horsley Woodhouse.—Scnoov.—For 
the erection of school. Drawings, specification, 
agreement, etc.. with Mr. George H. Widdows, 
A.R.I.B.A., Architect to the Committee, County 
Education fice, St. Mary’s-gate, Derby. 
Quantities on deposit of 1. 1s 

Juty 15.—Zondon.—Conventence.—Construc- 
tion of an underground convenience at Tally Ho 
Corner, Great North-road, Finchley. Plans seen 
and specification, schedules, and form of tender 
from the Council’s Engineer, Mr. C. J. Jenkin, 
M.Inst.C.E., M.lnst.M ss ‘ouncil. Offices, Finch- 
ley, N. Deposit. of 2l. 2s. i 

JULY 15. Kondon.--Roo.—Erection of a new 
classroom at the Water-lane Handicraft Centre, 
Stratford. Mr. William Jacques, I.B 
2 Fen-court, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 


Deposit of 


1l._ 1s. : 

15.—8t. Austell.—Resipence.—Erection 
BP jot I «am Truro-road, St. Austell. Plans 
and specifications with Mr. EB: C. drew, 


ai itect, St, Austell. 
* OA. exenitee bridge Wells.—Extexsion oF 
The 


INSTITUTE.— Kent Education Committee in- 
vite tenders for extension of Technical Institute. 
See advertisement in thie issue for further 
particulars. 


JuLty 16.—London.—Atresations.—For build- 

ing an additional room at Noet Park Schoois. 
General conditicns, specification, and schedules 
ot works from Mr. C. H. Croxiord, Architect and 
Surveyor to the Committee, Lown Hall, Wood 
Green. Deposits of ll. ss. 
* JvuLty 16.—London, W.C.—TerLerHone Ex- 
CHANGE.—The Commissioners of H.M. Works and 
Public Buildings invite tenders for erection of 
the Museum ‘leiephone Exchange. See advertise- 
ment in this issue for further particulars. 

Juty 16.—Wood Green.--kerains, erc.—For 
repairs and decorations to schools. General con- 
ditions, specitications, and schedules from Mr 
C. H. Croxtord, Architect and Surveyer to the 
Committee, Town Hail, Wood Green. Deposit 


of 1L. 1s. 
* JuLy 17.—Willesden..-Warv Btiocxs.—The 
Willesden Guardians invite tenders for ward 
blocks at workhouse and infirmery, Acton-lane 
See advertisement in this issue for further par- 
ticulars. 

JULY 18.._Wick.—Posr Orrice.—Feor the 

erection of a new post office at Wick. Drawings. 
specitication, and a copy of the conditions anda 
form of contract at Wick Post Office. Quantities 
and forms of tender at H.M. Office of Works, 
3, Parliament-square, Edinburgh, on deposit ot 
ll. le. 
* Jvuty 19.—Islington.—Traxsrorminc CuamM- 
BERS.— ‘The Islington Borough Council (Lighting 
Committee) invite tenders for three underground 
transforming chambers See advertisement in 
this issue for further particulars 

Juty 22.-Beckenham.—LopGe erc.—Erection 
of caretaker’s lodge, public conveniences, etc., 
in Kelsey Park. Drawings and specification seen 
and forms of tender from Mr. J. A. Angeli, 
surveyor. Deposit of 2/ 

Jury 22.—Lansallos.._Darnizs._Erection of 
new dairies, alterations and adaptations to farm 
house and farm buildings, new walls, etc., at 
Great Kellow Farm, Lansallos Plans, specifi 
cations, conditions of contract, from Mr. John 
Davis, County Land Agent, County Hall, Truro 
@ JULY 24.--Bolton.—N URSES’ Home.—‘the 
King Edward VII. Memorial Committee invite 
tenders for the erection of a Nurses’ Home at 


Bolton Infirmary. See advertisement in this 
issue for further particulars 
Jvty 23.—London.—Scuoo.t.—Erection of a 


new school fer girls and infants and alterations 
to existing buildings, Church-road Schools, Ley- 
ton. Quantities, conditions, and form of tender 
from Mr. William Jacques, A.RI.B.A., of 
2, Fen-court, Fenchurch-street, E.C. Deposit of 


*% Juty 2. Brentford. EXTENSIONS TO 
Launpry.—The Brentford Guardians imyite 
tenders for additions and alterations at laundry 
of Workhouse. advertisement in this issue 
for further particulars. 

Juty 24. _—e Covet Hovss, erc.—Erec- 

tion of a new lock-up, court house, and deputy 
chief constable’s residence, etc., in Tapton-road 
and Malkin-street, Chesterfield. Drawings and 
specification with the architects. Messrs. Hunter 
& Woodhouse, Belper, Derbyshire. Quantities 
on deposit of 21. 2s. 
* Juty 24.Sandhurst.—-Hosprtat.—The Sec- 
retary of State for War invites tenders for 
erecting a hospital of twenty beds, nursing 
quarters, and Quartermaster-Sergeant’s quarters, 
etc See advertisement in this issue for further 
particulars. 

No Date.—Cork.—Work«.—For work to be done 
at the Roman Catholic Church, Passa e West 
Specification by Mr. James F. cMulien, 
MRIA.L. architect, 30, South Mall, Cork. 

No Date. — Donacloney. — Appitions. -- Fer 
making additions to Liddell Memorial Nationa! 
School at Donacloney, Co. Down. Plans. and 
specification from Messrs. Hobart & Heron, 
architects, Scottish Provident Buildings, Belfast 

No Date.—Dunfermline.— Reconstruction. 
For the reconstruction and extension of the 
Dunfermline Opera House. Apply to the archi- 
tect, Mr. J. D. Swanston, Kirkcaldy. 

No Dare. — Exeter. — Renvitpivc.— For the 
demolition and rebuilding of Nos. 139 and 140, 
Sidwell-street, Exeter. r, J. Archibald Lucas, 
F.8.1., -R.IB.A., architect and _ surveyor, 
Guildhall-chambers, 49, High-street, Exeter. 

No ee Extensions to 
Central Stores, Northgate, 
Halifax Industrial Society. Ltd. Mr. Clement 
Williams & Sons, architects, Post Office-build- 
ings, Commercial-street, Halifax 

No Date. — Ipswich. — Prruises. — For the 
erection of new premises for Messrs. RD. & 
J. B. Fraser, Ltd., at Ipswich. Mr. E. Thos, 
Johns, architect, 8, Lower Brook-street, Ipswich. 

No Dats.—Kettering.—Scuoot.—Erection_ of 
the new open-air recovery school on Clover Hill, 
Kettering. Mr. John Bond, Clerk to the Council, 
Council Offices, Kettering. 
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BUILDING—continued. 


The date given at the commencement of each 
Paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or 
the names of those willing to submit tenders, 
may be sent in. 


No Dare.—Littleborough.—Hovses.--Erection 
of four dwelling houses in Talbot-road, Little- 
borough. Deposit of 1. 1s. Mr. Herbert H. 
Clough, architect, Butts-avenue, Rochdale. 

No Darte.—Lendon,—-Scyoo..—-For the erection 
of a temporary schoo] at Muswell Hill, and for 
alterations to the North Harringay Council 
School. Quantifies from architect, Mr. G. E. T 
Laurence, A.RI.B.A., 22, Buckingham-street, 
Adelphi, W.C., on deposit of 11. 1s. 

No Dare.—Methil.—Picturr Patace.—Recon- 
struction of Methil Engineering Works for con- 
version into a_ picture lace. Mr. J. D. 
Swanston, architect, Kirkcaldy. Deposit of 
ll. 1s 

No Date.—Newbold.—Extexsions.—For altera- 
tions and extensions of school. Messrs. Sykes & 
Evans, architects, 7, Chapel-walks, Manchester. 

No Date.—Pennal.—AppitT10ns.—For additions 
and alterations to Frondeg. Pennal, near 
Machynileth. Plans, specification, and particu- 
lars from Messrs. Deakin & Howard Jones, 
M.8.A., Plas Ynys, Borth, 8.0. 

No Dare. — Pontefract. — Apprtions. — For 
alterations and additions to the Elephant Hotel, 
Pontefract. Mr. W. Tennant, architect and 
surveyor, Pontefract. 

No Dare.—Quading Fen.—-Vittas.—For a pair 
of villas at Quadring Fen. Plans and specifica- 
tions with Mr. Henry Kidd, Solent House, 
Kirton 

No Datre.—8t. David's.—-Scnoot, etc.—For the 
erection of a new council echool at St. David's, 
near Llandyssul. Also for improvements at 
Trefeirig Council School, near Aberystwyth; 
Lianon Council School; Llangwyryfon Council 
School. Plans, specifications, and full particu- 
lars from Mr. Geo. Dickens-Lewis, M.S.A., 
County Architect, Aberystwyth 

No Date.—Spalding.—-Hovse, rtc.—Erection 
of a house and shop in Stonegate, Spalding. 
Plans and specifications with Mr. J. Moulds, 
44, Stonegate, Spalding. 


ENGINEERING, IRON, AND STEEL. 


Jury 8.—Wakefield.—Bripcr.—For the exten- 
sion of the bridge over the Blacker Beck, near the 
British Oak Inn, Crigglestone. Quantities and 
forms of tender from Mr. Frank Massie, 
_ i} C.E., Tetley House, Wakefield. Deposit 
o Is 

Jury 10.—HMailsham.—Brivcre.—For the con- 
struction and crection of a three-span late- 
girder bridge over the railway at America Cross- 
ing, Hailsham, Sussex. Quantities on deposit of 
10s. to Mr. Edmund Catt, Clerk. Council Offices, 
17, London-road, Hailsham 

Jury 12.—Lendon.—Switcusoarp, etc.—For 
the extension of the switchboard gallery and for 
other steelwork at electricity generating etation, 
Priory-avenue, Walthamstow Plans, epecifica- 
tion, and conditions of contract with Mr. G. W. 
Holmes. A.M.Inst.C.E., Engineer to the Council, 
Town Hall Annexe, Walthamstow. Plan, speci- 
fication, and form of tender on deposit of 11. 1s 

Juty 15.—London.—Fiiters, etc.—Construc- 
tion of four clinker sewage filters, etc., at Sewage 
Farm, Summers-lane, Finchley. Plans seen and 
specification, schedules, and form of tender from 
the Council’s Engineer, Mr. C. J. Jenkin, 
M Inst.C.E., M.Inst.M.E.. Council Offices, 
Finchley, N. Deposit of 21. Qs. 

JULY 16.—Holt.—Reszrvomr.—For the con- 
struction of @ reservoir and other works. Plans 
and specification prepared by Mr. H. Swetenham, 
F.S.I.. and Mr. A. C. Williams, A.M Inst.C.E., 
Chester. Drawings and. specification seen and 
quantities from Mr. A. C. Williams, 6, Godstall- 
chambers, Chester, on deposit of 21. 2s. 

Juty 16.—London.—Brivce.—The London 
County Council invites tenders for the recon- 
struction and widening of the county bridge 
carrying High street, Wandsworth, over the 
River Wandle. Drawings, specifications, quanti- 
ties, form of tender, etc., from the Chief En- 
gineer of the Council, Sir Maurice FitzMaurice, 
C.M.G.. at the County Hall, Spring-gardens, 
S.W. Deposit of 21. 


Nature of Appointment. 


THE BUILDER. 


Jury 17.—Dartford.Hearina AND WATER 
Suives tke Metropolitan Aeylums Board invite 
tenders for heating and hot and cold water 
supply alterations in certain existing blocks at 
Long Reach Small-pox Hospital, near Dart- 
ford, Kent. Bee advertisement in this issue for 
further particulars. 

* Jvuty 19.—Ashford.—Heatine System —The 
W. London School District Managers invite 
tenders for alterations and repairs to the heating 
system at echools at Ashford, Middlesex. See 
gexertnenes in this issue for further particu- 


ars. 

Juty 22.—MNorthampton.Barivce.—For the 

masonry and other works required in the widen- 
ing of the south bridge over the River Nene in 
three arched spans. Plans seen and specifica- 
tions, quantities, and forms of tender from Mr. 
Alfred Fidler, M.Inst.C.E,., Borough Engineer 
oe Perea. Guildhall, Northampton. Deposit 
o . 8 
* JULY 25.—Balham.—STeEeL FRAMING, Erc.— 
The Wandsworth Guardians invite tenders for 
stee| framing and zinc flats to balconies at St. 
James's "Infirmary, Ouseley-road, See adver- 
tisement in this issue for further particulars. 
* Juty 29.—Uxbridge.—Brince.—The Ux- 
bridge Urban. District Council invite tenders for 
the construction oi a new brick and steel bridge 
over the River Frays at Rabbs Mill. See adver- 
tisement in this issue for further particulars. 


FURNITURE, PAINTING, MATERIALS 


JuLy 6.—Sheifield.__PaintinG, etc.For paint- 
ing and whitewashing, at the workhouse at Fir 
Vale. Specification and particulars at the 
workhecuse. : 

Jury 8.—Chelmsford.—-Repains.—-For repairs, 
painting, etc., at the Union House, Wood-street, 
Chelmsford. ‘Specification at the Union House. 
Mr. Arthur 8. Duffield, Clerk, 96, High-street, 
Chelmsford. : 

Jury 8.— Ilford. — Parmtinu.. — For cleaning, 
painting, and renovating the interior and exterior 
of public hall and exterior only of public library 
buildings at Seven pe Specification and 
form of tender from Mr. H. Shaw, M.Inst.C.E., 
Town Hall, Ilford, on deposit of 11. 1s. 

JuLy 8.—Southampton.—PartinG, etc.—For 
painting and decorating work at the Western 
District Counvil School. Specification, con- 
ditions, and form of tender at the Borough 
Engineer's Office, Municipal Offices, Southamp- 
t 





on. 

Jury 8.—Tring.—Paintinc..For painting, 
etc., at the Isolation Hospital. Specifications 
and forms of tender from Mr. S. 8. Gettings, 
surveyor, Surveyor’s Office, Tring. 

Juty 9,—Bierley.—Veranpans.—Erection of 
verandahs at the City Hospital, Bierley Hall. 
Drawings and general conditions seen and 
quantities and forms of tender from the City 
Architect, Town Hall, Bradford 

Juty 9.—London.—F.toormc.—For taking up 
the old flooring and relaying with new to two 
wards at Infirmary, Cale-street, Chelsea, S.W. 
Drawing, specification, and form of tender from 
the Guardians’ Architect, Mr. Edmund J. 
Harrison, 9, Gray’s Inn-square, Holborn, W.C. 
Deposit of 11. 1s. 

Jury 10.—Kent.—Pamstinc. etc.—For_ the 
painting and repairs at the County Buildings. 
Quantities and tender form from the County 
Architect, 86, Week-street, Maidstone. 

JuLy 10..-London.—Patntine.—-For inside and 
outside painting at the Enfield Workhouse, Chase 
Side, Enfield. Specifications, conditions of con- 
tract, and forms from the Architect, Mr. J. C. S. 
Mummery, at his office, 18, Fitzroy-square, W. 

Jvuty 10.—London.—Pans, erc.—For providing 
and fixing five new circular boiling pane and 
sundry alterations and additions to pipes and 
other work at Chase Farm Schools, Enfield. 
Specifications, conditions of contract, and forms 
from the Architect, Mr. J. C. 8. Mummery, at 
his office, 13, Fitzroy-square, W 

JuLy 10.—Thorne.—Pamtinc.—For the in- 

ternal and external painting and renovation of 
Thorne Counci] Mixed and_ Infants’ Schools, 
Sykehouse Council School, Hatfield Woodhouse 
Council School. Specifications from Mr. E. L. 
Harrap, W.R. Education Offices, Goole. 
_ JULY 12,.—Accrington.—Patntinc.—For_ paint- 
ing and decorating at various echools during the 
summer holidays. Specifications and forme of 
tender from Mr. Newton, Education archi- 
tect, Town Hall. 
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Jury 12. —Culcheth. — Patnrine, etc. — For 
painting, etc., at the cottage homes, Culcheth, 
near Werrington. apenter on and particulars 
from the superintendent of the Homes. 

Jury 12,— Durham. — Paintina, etc. — For 

inting at the Suire Hall and Assize Courts. 
BD ification and conditions of contract with 

r. William Crozier, A.M.Inst.C.E., County 
Surveyor, Shire Hall, Durham 

Jury 13.—Barnstaple.—PaixtinG, etc.--For 
the colouring, painting, etc., of the interior of 
various «ec s. Particulars from Mr. E. Y. 
Saunders, M.Inst.M.C.E., Borough Surveyor, The 
Strand, Barnstaple. 
* JuLy 15.—Beckenham.—Paintine np Re- 
ret io Kent Layo ye Comtmnstine ha 

mders for paintin repairg at Technica 
Tastitute and School of Art. See advertisement 
in this issue for fu particulars. 

JuLy 17.—-Brongest.—Pantine, etc.—For re. 
ainting and varniening Salem Chapel, Brongest. 
pecifivations at the Chapel House. Mr. Evan 
Jones, Sichar, Brongest, ee ee 

Juty 17.—Dartford.—CLeaxinG anv Painr- 
+ an! Metropolitan Asylums Board invite 
tenders for cleaning and painting works and 
repairs at Darenth [ndustriel Colony. See ad- 
vertisement in this issue for further particulars. 
Juty 17,-— London “C. — CLEANING AND 

AINTING,-The Metropolitan Asylums Board in- 
vite tenders for cleaning and painting works 
and repairs at head office, Victoria Embankment. 
See advertisement in thie issue for further par- 
ticulars. : 
* Jvuty 17.-Lendon, M.—Demo.ition.—The 
Metropolitan Asylums Board invite tenders for 
demolishing old boiler house, chimney shaft, etc, 
at North Eastern Fever Hospital, St. Arin’s-road, 
Tottenham, N. See advertisement in this issue 
for further particulars. 

* JvuLy 18.—Kensington.—F1LoorinG, Pvaster- 
ING, Etc.—The Kensington Board of Guardians 
invite tenders for be (ge J “ Armadek ”’ flooring, 
plastering walls, and decorative work at the 
infirmary, Marlow-road. See advertisement in 
this issue for further particulars 
* Juty 24.—-Upper monton.—PAtnTING. 
The Edmonton Guardians invite tenders for in- 
side painting of Infirmary, 77, Bridport-road. 
Upper Edmonton. See advertisement in this 
issue for further particulars. 


ROADS, SANITARY AND WATER 
WORKS. 


Juty 5.—Windemere.-—Sewacr.—For the con- 
struction of about 630 yds. of 12-in., 100 ds. of 
9-in, stoneware pipe sewers, and 15 yde. of 12-in. 
cast-iron sewers, with manholes and other works 
Plans and specification with the surveyor, Mr 
C. E. Hines, Broad-street, indermere, and 

uantities and form of tender from the engineers, 

essrs. Willcox & Raikes, of 63, Temple-row. 
Birmingham, on deposit of 21. 2s. : 

Juty 6.—Eastbourne.—Roaps.—For private 
improvement works. Plan and s ification seen 
and form of tender from Mr. A Ernest Prescott, 
Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, Eastbourne. 

Jury 10.—Troutbeck.—Rosps.—For widening 
the roads at Ecclerigg, on the Kendal to Amble- 
side road, and at Dawson Fold and ‘‘ The Low, 
in the township of Lyth, on the Bridge Inn, 
Lyth, to Bowness Bay, and Windermere Station 
road. Plans, specifications, and quantities from 
Mr. Joseph Bintley, County Surveyor, 7, Lowther- 
street, Kendal. : 

Juty 12.— Brierley Will. — Sewace. — Con- 
struction of stoneware pipe sewers, branch drains 
in house connexions, with all manholes, lamp- 
holes, and other works. Plans, sections, and 
drawings with the Surveyor to the Council, Mr. 
J. Lewis Harpur, Town Hall, Brierley Hill. 
Specification, quantities, genera] conditions, end 
form of tender, on deposit of 21. 2s. ; 

JULY 19. -bewap.—Paviwe.— For the paving 
with granite setts on concrete foundations of 

rtions of Rochdale-road, Burnley-road, and 

orkshire-street, Bacup. Specifications, generé! 
conditions, and forms of tender from Mr. W. Hi 
Elce, Esq., A.M.Inst.C.E., Borough Engineer, on 
1l._1s. deposit. ; 

Juty 20.-Upton-on-Severn.—Sewace.—For 
sewerage and sewage disposal works for the 
village of Kempsey. Plans and details seen and 
information from Mr. Stanley C. Eagles, civil 
engineer, 71, Temple-row, Birmingham. Quanti- 
oe canal and form of tender on deposit 
o . 8s. 
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Huction Sales. 

Nature and Place of Sale. By whom Offered. of Sale. 
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PREEOLD PROSERET at NMONGER 8 STOCK, LONDON, E.C.—On the Prems. | 8. E. Haward & a. QO Soi ae July §& 

;DEALS, BATTENS, BOARDS, TIMBER, Erc.—Great Hail, Winchester House E.G.” Churckitt a's vellions: Jay 10 
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HOLD LAND, CROYDON” At Greyhound fiesen Dg CPOVAOM wenn nnn Siabe ben. & Wilticess”"" July 25 
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SOME RECENT SALES OF PROPERTY : 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


June 5.—By Wm. Dew & Son. 

Aberdaron, Outlying partons of 
the Penrhyn Estate, 2,740 acres, | eR 

By TarLer & Fietcues. 

Bledington, ne Meregote Farm, 96 a. 0 r. 
13 , py aGee weeeaeee oenere seeeeneeer 
June 7 ie ‘cmeek: Sian, & ahem 

Yardley, —— _~— Part of Hall Green Estate, 

ae Veeeooree "Warley Parm, ete., 83 
7 @, ic icibsidetviniseepscnvalessaapeenste bobeadenel 
U ‘est hope ne “Manor Farm, 235 a. 
5 Pog fe ccccenseseeseesnnneee eeereereenebenenes eeeee 
June 8.—B a, Simpson, & Son. 

Hove a St. eter, orfolk. nomena 

estate, 1,023 acres, f...... a: idnadabiceaeeannabibvenene 
June 10.—By Rosgert Bowrine. 
Meare, Somerset.—Freehold farm, 211 a. 2 r. 


June 11.—By Hasierr. 
Poplar.—Gough-st., i-g.r. 391. 46., ut, 20 = he 
gr. 18l. 3s. 
By Hu.exert & Harsmayn. 
Brixton.—4, The Limes, u.t. 51 yrs., g.r. 8l., 
w.F. SOL TOR. cssccssstscessons Fic ceticcpatibncagheonieses 
By Sturt & Tivex pare. 
Holloway.—9, C -rd,, u.t. 754 yrs., g.r. 
6l., y.¥. BRE i arta area 
By A. H. Teanee & Co, 
Acton. —Cunnington- -st., f.g.r. 351, reversion 
IN 77 JIB. .ecrccseereseecsserssscrcoaeerssseserrseenseuens 
By Woops & Syeuuine. 
Wimbledon.—48a, “. 45, 46, 48, 51, and 55, The 
Broadway (s.), and 2, Broadway. -mews, f., 
Y.-F. POD, cccesesrctscoetesrinnscnsserteesecesoversurentocsee 
By Wx. Bees & Sows. 
Stubley, Dele —Farm and five fields, 74 acres, 
f. 


U nstone, Derby. —Two fields, 42 a. 2 r. 33 p., f. 
Dronfield, Derby,—Hallowes Farm and five 
fields, 125 acres, f 

By Kuieut, Frawx, & Rurver. 
ee, — —Freston hewrtants Estate, 541 a 


residences, t. 


Brasted Mill and mill house, 4} acres, f. ...... 
Butcher's shop, f., ¥.%- GB... ..cercecessecserseeres 
Arable land, 2 a. 0' F. BB pros £. ...s000 sidbashaneonton ie 


By H. & B. L. Cone. 

Cooling, Kent.—Cooling Court and New Barn 
Warmam, S00 ROB0G foo .5cccc0cssnsss ccscesnscsaseseesess 
Perry Hill Farm and marsh land, 82 acres, f. 
Hoo St. Werburgh, Kent. —Coldharbour Farm 
and three cottages, 28 a. 3 r. 6 p., f. 
——- Kent.--Bay Farm, 49 a, 0 r. 
4 Pog fq .serccescsaseséevasensonnoorcndanpensscnessesconcusess 

June 12,—By Briant & Son. 
South Lambeth.—61 to 67 (odd), Meadow-rd., 
u.t. 16 yrs, g.F. Sh., WF. BBDL.......ccecccerveres 
mae FF Be 130 one York- Ti and 

7, Chicheley-st., u.t. “> &T. 
and e r, 2381, ~ i ene iasleuieccubamieasion 4 


ASSP NOREEN RTE ORERTOEORE TEEPE OR ERERERS ARE REE E OES 


South pend ore —22and 242a, South Lambeth- 
T., fe, Wills SUES MI selseectiicndbbcesnaccarcatensivs 


By Doxa.psow & Sons. 
Dalston.—33p and 33m, Middleton-rd., ut. 


46 yee., 6-8. BER, Bit Fie TOR. cecccisccssracescceses 
By Epwix Fox, Bovusrre.p, Buryerrs, & 
Bappe.eyr. 


Brixton, — Brixton-hill (No, 1), f.g.r. 181, 
reversion in 573 yrs. 
Chureh-rd., 


tox 224i. 10s., reversion in 


Acre-la., f.g. rents 54l., reversion in 29 yrs.. 
rankoune rd., f.g. rents 171., reversion in 
PEE FES: 20: s0ccuimnvebenencbnbaigpaieiobansiiacseseeensan’ 


Sud vthowrne- -rd., f.g. rents 24. reversion in 
4} yrs 
: 


2 GAaRLANDs, 
Totte iham.—#6, hweek- rd., ut. 66 yrs., 
oT. OR, WO, WT iris cstsaceeetbiivnces 


; By Lea 
East Ham, ~71 to 81, 95 to 105 (oda), ete tte 
.t. 71 yrs., g.r, 30L,, war, 2100. 12s. .... 


. By Paxtow & Hourpay. 
Brill, Bucks. Pah sicase and Ixhill ent 


a | ) 
~Oa. oF, bp Mb: Seah ududcunseneant caccesisdesekdbacaent 


: By ramet Mires, & inne 
Sutton, Nortel Seseansot: Farm, 178 a. 1 r. 


 p.,f Hs 


Ingh um, 


cL 


By Francis Preris & Sows, 
7 pa -, Isle of Wight. — Wallsend, f., 


ia. Isle of Wight. -— Beachfield-rd., 
Campbell House, u.t. 95 yrs., g.r. nil, 


New-st., i.gur. 100, u.t. 267 yre r. nil. 

%y Fitzroy. st., 1., gr. QL, y. : 18. ide. pactabionens 
wis By Kstout, Frank, & Rurury. 

ming, —— Farm, etc., 62 acres, 
‘ By T. Woops, 

ranford, widdionn. — Bath-rd., enclosure, 


2a, Or, 6p. f. 





June 13.—By —. Trwsox, Brcnarp- 
Shepher, SON, 0. 
P rk es -—Il7 and 119, Askew-rd. (s.), 


Mitcham, Surre 
hold house, a side west, free- 


sarneeeee 


£44,945 


19,853 


8,082, 


3,900 


23,150 


11,736 


745 


15,800 


2,675 
825 


3,860 


13,843 


4,960 
2,050 
850 
150 


6,850 
6,100 


1,425 
1,350 


300 


160 
1,050 


510 


410 


6,45) 


3, 50 
975 


800 


BRE 


5,430 


THE BUILDER. 


Geenter't see ae & Co. 


ete., weinty t Siliaabiiiaidios sien chnbiensdhdmnaen 


By Hariamp & Sox. 
Enfield.—Brigadier-hill, Woodlands Bakery, f., 


ii Mec dineneesealhipaibiiacistinitbntiaiaDecidacbersiohaics 
Southgate. ~——Chase-side, Oakfield, f., @. : 361... 
High eg shop and plot adjoining, f 1» WP. 
Clapton.—88 » Upper Clapton-rd. a 154 yrs., 
w.r. nil., y.r. 
By se Sox, & Daw. 
Streatham,.—37, Stockfield-rd., f., p. ...... chenaakes 


By Kwieur, Freanx, & Rutvey. 
Saltney, tit nS yee st., f.g.r. 181., rever- 


ARETE OER R REE AHN EaE EEE Renee REE neneeee 


oe 
€ —A 





APEn ETRE EERE EERE EEE OE EC ROR E OED: SHOES ESTE ORE ERE EER EO HEED 


Chasken. st., f.g. rents 10l., reversion in 56 yrs. 
Is tis Biliiiiccncce:ccceceniitncccceictsiores 
Curzon Park, fm. rents 361, 10s., reversion 


By Bisiey & Sons. 
Rotherhithe. iar 4 and 71, Albion-st., f., w.r. 521. 
New Cross.—, Draketield-rd., ut. 52 yrs., 
BFE Rs, Shik Ms Ba shccncnasstcnkssneutadesbancsonres 
Stamford Hill.-2 and 38, Franklin-st., u.t. 65 
and 76 yrs., g.r. 91. 10s., w.r, 661. 6s. ......... 


By C. C. & T. Moore. 
Leytonstone.—36 to 44 (even), Melford-rd., f., 
I I Pas cegsidcnth the senmnenemniansgceoncounn 
Bethnal Green.—28 and 30, Pollard- 
wr. 671. 12s 
Brockley.—17, Crescent-rd., ut. “@ yrs., g.r. 
leis MINS MI abdcnsnchch nahi pibidiiadnteiianesphiveneceses 
St. George's East.— ~171, St. George’ s-st. (s.), £., 
e.w.r, 351, 2s 


By eween & SuHeruarps. 
Edmonton.—Winchester-rd., f.g. rents 115l. 
10s., reversion in 86 yrs 
—_ Newii n.— 68 ion 70, ‘Mildmay- park, 
+p OF. 
Nelicu 4 and. 6, ‘Fortnam- rd., f., 'y. r. 761, 
Barnsbury.—55, Ellington-st., ie ‘I 
Homerton.—222, gg ew | f. 
Kentish Town,—67, . (s.), u.t. 
41 yrs., g.r. 71. .o. SOL, 16s. 
Sydenham. —, Kinver-rd, North, ‘a t. 71 yrs., ; 
g.r. 5. 10s. cs sn ssaamedpocsaces 
By Stimson & Sons. 
Peckham,—38, 40, and 42, Scylla-rd., u.t. 54 yrs., 
Bilge Wiis Bas DIEU surncccdonanecesonicessaxénnte 
wee 8 —821, Southwark Park-rd. (s.), f., 
WC AI nik ac cteted neiinsinacedeamcteiiehaieneinapionienie 
Tooting. —140, 142, and 14, Trevelyan- rd., 
u.t. 69 yrs., g.r. 181., w.r. 931, 12s, 
Walworth,—49, 70, 74, x2, 84, 92, and 94, ve 
st., f., y. and w.r. 255i. 
Olney-st., ‘es r. 31. 10s., reversion in 3 yrs. . 
Kennington. —Church- st., f.g. renta 1él,, rever. 
PRR TI I I isuetneersepcdcrncccebsctesccencteveqeen 
By Atrrep J. Burrows. 
Loose, Kent. — Part of the Peale Estate, 
230 acres, f. 
By W. 8. Hopesox. 
Ulverston, ee lish: Toxo el Farm, 182 
UII Bie cack cccee tecpiinesdataabichnntittnideabedinatapiinen 
Tune 14.—By H. G. Avawar. 
Shepherd’s Bush.-—5 and 7, met rd., f., 
FI IG eae biecisievsninbaninemrchistibneeeuen 
By Carr & GREEN. 
Muswell Hill. —29, Alexandra oe we u.t. 
St yrs., g.r. Ol. ’Os., y.r. 421. 
A Kyiteur & Co. 
Chiswick.—7, Cleveland-av., u.t. 92 yrs., g.r. 
& 


tes Bi vacusactaidastalecd ovcahdsledtinabsibiehsarecnrensss 





Perereerrrrrrrr ttre r rer titi ee 


By H. Laneston & Co. 
Deptford. —2 and 4, Hicks-st., u.t. 65 yrs. gr 
71, w.r. 751. 8a... 


By Prorueror & Moragts. 
Hockley, Act ay land, 


By Riper & Sons. 

ag py Pe Chilton-ter., f., w.r, 941. 185. 
1 ont Onan -ter., f. w.r. ag aaa 
Notting Hill. Oxford-gdns., u.t. 51 yrs., 
g.r. 101, y-r. 1 Mia sical iondeicedcasibehieianiiedsatigei 
296, Portobello-rd., wt. 51 yrs., gr. 91, er. 421. 
Kensington.—10, Durham-pl., ut. 37 yrs, g.r 
E,W Bi Batis entiintiininncsacrsentvcocesctzcconss 


By Wixnxwortn & Co. 
Somerby, Leics.—Grove estate, 172 a. 3 r. 38 p., 
f 


By Exwest 8S. Bearp & Danre.t. 

West Mersea, Essex.-Walnut Tree House, f. 
By Vernon & Son, 
Stokenchurch, Bucks.—Part of Mallards Court 

Estate, 172 acres, f.......:.... sé Nehihnaeiinomtabentase 
By Kwieur, Fraxx, & Rorcer. 
Welshpool, Montgy. —Llanerchydol ssn 
DIG GONG, ovis ccsansccscsitesiesccevonsvesarnaconese 
June 15,—By IreLanp. 
Ludham, Norfolk.—Three wsenins 234 acres, 
gee “Pan sited May a eR at ae TN 
Joux Greene. 
sea pte Nortol .~Manor Farm, 311 a. 2 r. SP. ‘ 
By Wa, Pearse & ery 
ant Beaghment 


By Wrieut & Senant. 
een, Comme —-aese and premises, 


Perera rr rrr rrr rrrrTT rt Tr Tr itt rrr 


By Kstenr, Franx, & Rutver. 
: Lianerchydo 


—, Montgy. — l Estate, 
7 so —B:; B, ot & Son. 
“Baddow Acer Bassets 
131 a, 1, 36 a See duds vandathovdineneianiacotnta 


710 


4,680 


570 


375 


300 


500 


950 


870 


350 


6,500 


245 


4,965 


4,000 


3,205 


1,700 





Norton Mandeville, Essex.—Ladyland Farm, 
(PS SD Se ea ae 
ae oa Esser. —Howiand’s ao ae 


sas eneemen 
a AAs. View, Silverdale, f., p....... 
matow.—5, St. James-st. (s.), f ye. 75. 


By Hooxer & Wess. 
oe .—80, St. James-rd., u.t. wbserien g-F. 


By Epwarp Woon. 

ies —5, Sap -rd., wt. 76 yrs., g.x. 2L, 
Wandsworth, 107, 1074, 109, and 1004, Aslett- 
t. 84 yrs., g.r. 151, w.r. 1001. 4a. 


Stockwell._-6, -rd., u.t. @ yrs., g.r. 

BRS RE ee A aS Bs 
Walworth. —64 and 66, Darwin-st., ut. 45 yrs., 

g.r. 121, 12s., w-r. abe dines Laos oe 

Bromley, Kent.—20, College-rd., u.t. 56 hi 
ME Tig Ts cits isscacinscbincchjiscsinmnegentesi 


By Kuicut, Faann, & oa 
Great Glemham, Suffolk.—Great Glemham 
Estate, 1,952a.3r.25p.,f. .......... 


June 18,—By Hawsarorp & on 
Bickleigh, Devon.—U pexe Estate, 680 acres, f. 


By Wiyrgetos & Sons. 
a Staffs.—Beacon Farm, 17 a. Or. 22 p., 


Hesicobaats rd., piece of land, 5 a.1r. 19 p,f. 
Walsall, Staffs. —99, 101, and 108, Lord-st., f., 


w.r. 35l. 2s....... 
By Wiiiiam CLARKSON. 
Poplar.—155, Grundy-st., f., w.r. 281. 128......... 

116 and 117, Teviot-st., u.t. 53 yrs., g.r. S1., 


29, 31, and 33, Nairn-st., u.t. 61 yrs, g-r. 
121. i5e., w.r. 971. 10s. 

30, 32, 46, ‘8, and 50, Bygrove-st., u.t. 16 yrs., 
g.r. 121, 10., w.r. 1041. 

Old Ford.—20 to 36 (even), Lamprell- at., at. 

63 yrs., g.r. 331., w.r. 1671. 


By Desexuam, Tewsox, Ricuarpsos, & Co. 
Twickenham.—Hampton- ‘rd, con Si., u.t. 
68 yrs., g.r. nil : Fe EIS FECA 
By mien 
Piecadilly.—32, Dover-st., and 18, gap st., 
profit rental of 1,3001., u.t. 7l yrs. ...... 


By Mar & Sow. 
Holloway.—38, Kiver-rd., ut. 46 yrs., g.r. 61., 
CRs Gs. eenptocteihieneseen eoeee 


By Rocers, Caarmay, & einen 
Walworth.—25 to 31 (odd), Runham-st., u.t. 
464 yrs., g.r. 20l., w.r. 1451. 128. 
South Lambeth. —Couroy-st., Friendly Zulu 
(off licence), u.t. 48 yrs., g.r. 3i. ae 
451 


By Atrrep J. Burrows. 
Charing, Kent.—Vincent estate, 200 acres, f. 


By R. Dowty & Son, 
East beng ~t Aeenaccend, Croft and cot- 
PRI) Big Beciccoscnccerscavescesccnccetnecenstcsecsncnesed 
Berwick, eee ey —Salmon fishery . 


June 19.—Epwty Fox, Bovsrie.D, Burwerrs, 
& Bappe.er. 

Bexley, Kent.—16, 18, and 20, mane st., u.t. 65 
yrs., g.r. 91, y.r. 1551... 

By ALFRED Ss gE. 
Sydenham.—2, Silverdale, f., y.r. @01................ 
Forest Hill. ee Park, Thirlwall, u.t. 

43 yrs., g niricnpuapieniennes 
Regent's Bark iss: oes st. and stabling, 
ut. 12 g.r. iél., y. and w.r 
St. John’s "oe Hi ‘and 15, Boundary- rd, 
and Lg.r. 31., u.t. 45 yrs., g.r. 191., y.r. S21... 
Kilburn.—69, Cambridge-rd. (s.), f., y.r..48%. ... 


By Dovetas Youne & Co. 
Brixton.—1l1 and 12, coer Park-walk, u.t. 
69 yrs., g.r. 16l. 108., 
Camberwell.—48, BD, 71, * a 77, ‘Sl, "93, and 
113, Paulet-rd., ut, 55 hid g-r. 481, 


By sna. 

Romford, Essex. — Hornchurch-rd., 
seven plots, f. 

June 20.—By Dasiions Warner & Sons. 
Lo ish, Hants.—Vale or Street ty 

“es FS [= sae 

Shee asttaninonl tie 3r. 12 p., 
Wallington, Surrey.—Old Lodge Fisia: 3 a. 
2r.i4p, f. ibeatanbutine 
sy Surrey. - — Enclosure of land, 


~e Ww. Pash, Wueeter, & Savin: 
Morden, Surrey.—1 to 8, Briar Cottages and 


plot of land, f., w.r, 1451. 12s. a 
Cheam, rr. — Norman-rd., Playden, ¢. 
Wits TEA Sicncutinadiiousinbiibnnansbautdelicistabintnhadeant 


By Stimson & Sons. 
Forest Hill.—Ewart-rd., f.g. rents 161. 10s., 
reversion in 50 yrs. 
wo rd., f.g. rents 221. 10s., reversion in 
Walworth. —65, 67, and 69, Morecambe-st. (s.), 
f., w.r. S81, 4a. 
Keunington.—I, 52, and 52a, Smith-st., f., w.r. 
i SS ccitiaints this cabicanisecinigninasccemauiaibibipice 
Brixton. —I3i and — Cornwall-rd. (s.), u.t. 
48 yrs., g.r. 81. 
10 to te (even), iyh 
hig. Sais TIGA ink Setinsintniis sceantheapiteaniliticeaied 
Clapham.—4 to 16 —— 7 to ~ (odd), Union- 
rd, u.t. TF ym gr. 1601., a. . 
Thoraton eetmesoeh., fg. rents 
301. 10s., reversion in 44 and 64 yrs. ......... 
Beckenhom. —Charehfelde-d., f.g. renta 151., 


Ae ener cena ts eeeensereesteseesscsee 


reversion in 
ova Kenerd Now 7, 778 7, 7 an 7 


é.. wee 

—15 to 20, Prestage-st., f., w.r. 126%. ... 

Pople Hin. os ees rd., a.t. ns Samer 
wate ge Fos TAs cccsceoes 


see e cer eeneeserenesereusetesereoseseee 
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By Mar & Rowpey. Pa, atnoan & et oe yre., 7. ~— > ia tae tan ie ‘ 8 Gabasabie ci £965 - 
“ —73, Sellons-av., u.t. . eh WAN Bie. sanvadasevavcenssebeare ’ 
Weeduiensterns, Surrey. Coens Maw end £7,000 ei om Ly ‘Wnnanceihliibindecebiaksibvnbshibteabbeoced £405 34, » Pigott. pak eg os: 00 t oRK ere or Pt, Cub 
4 BB} MOTOS, Co cei i sei ece cl eesnesesesedocenees ae ’ 98, “ptt u.t, 84 yrs., gr. “5h. w.r, n laa + Vietoria Dockrd. (a), - . we 
3 Hyde Park.—Lancaster-mews, f.g.r. = 360 BEB. i, scccnbiiscccenavsrianiiins pnanabuihiiieapecininpeinite 120 Li alk y-r. . 8 tS Beeereeeqenres ia loon. tmeseeasernes ai o) v Per Ft. 8 
1 TEVErsION in 49 YTB.......,.ccccesereecceseereenennen ve esis Sen: & becom. ary mm ath bay OF ign AE zaeninee mais om a0 ¢ in. awn two a 
i By Newnow & rere yg 930 Hyde Pe —9, Westbourne-st., ut, 154 yrs., ane 57 and 3  Burses-st., wt. 52} yra., gr. 71., x wf. Lees pone 
4 Cc lapton. —, Powell- rd. r : bt, wage i. ‘ g.r. 6l., Priccinceccccecseepertueascenseensersesaunaeeneeserte . w.r. Gl, Ba... oo. cccccas 5 "Binlipot at, nell 1, we 6 iv. awe two sid 
: Old Ford. —Chisenhale-rd., Vi ietoria b. Bie 575 By pia & Sons. ae + Pap ag — rf yh - ‘a Than sh ah in. san 
; ean , Aue lady. ni. Fon Bet. BO sanncrrarees 570 Rattersea.—20 to 34 (even), Raywood-st., u.t. ose w.r. 2581. 4a. y i in. to 2 im. 
f Upton Park.—47, 49, 51, 65, 67, 73, to ay gaa GS yrs, Kor. AOL. Wo. BOT. MGB. oon sossinnen i Mile End.—1 to 10, Maria-ter., u.t. 81 yrs., Hann Youn 
4 68 to 86 (even), Lek rd., f., w.r. 386i, 2,450 Camberwell.—29 to 37 (odd), Graylands-r¢ 625 wr. 201, y. and w.r. 3611, 1,270 Per Ft. : 
| 59, 61, and Ly Parr-n rd, f. and u.t. oyna, ei m5 beth aah, oon tora eae tg Se ye Wedaws Mae b AR seappied random 
> , omni ra . ‘ 
ne Will —40, Cazenove-rd. “p “at. 64 yrs. 7) ) oe ? r. 4H. 4 WEES iudlnany wihausbuniiie bike cvaunsciadoin ceteuans 215 Sutton, ea eee ne memaente, 2 0m 6 in, sawn two 
BoE. L1bey ¥.Fe ODb..sseccsssssecrerssrannenneneensnenens 450 eeteten —129 and 131, Mayall-rd., u.t. 56 yrs., -— 2. bhkensuiranbelbasasiineteons puiansibhiayédbsrs eo 8, onpen.) aoe oo 
Dalston.—5, 7, and. 9, Sandringham-rd., u.t. 620 g.r. LIL, wer. 84. 10s. ic A dihcs Candaatoene eer : By aie i eiediciahaan ale rubbed two 0 
ae 7en Sets everest ete na ? ae pa aan ae OS Slew a thee ok ans yrs, Sin, oe ae 
By Hunter & Hunten. 24" (even), Afghan-rd.,ut.@S yrs, gr. gr. 121. 128., y.r. 421. . ae 2 in, self-faced 
Pyde Park.—30, Chilworth-st., and 86, — on. 24 (even), ae Weiwinuasliadageicxeeetinimebelins 800 Highbury. <a Hi bury ae Park, “ut ie 
ae ne ere oe 1,250 34, 38, 13 to $3 (odd), Afghan-rd., u.t. 65 yrs, | stots ee Gee oe Per 100 
r. As =r OR a GM ai caiesisccovintrniscecnc 2, oe, v a aoe 
ey —3, Perryn- rd., “wt. 66} yrs. , 7? r. W0h., 200 e* Ws: Dcsnkcahentstadeweavonovacecoucie spud aeisrius etd ove ~s best bine 
Fake AED, ncorsprenomesnreneinrnantennosene saat Z i—H Ri “in ace 6d., rever- T. D. & A. BR. Pracey. alias 
By Joun H. eee: Le EOD EERIE! REA BT 2,10 = Regent’s Sark. — 16, + emcee ut. 20 20x 12 ditto uality 
Bermonisey.—#4, St. asueetitat ut. 22i'yrs., 205, By Wooron & Son. 28 yrs., g.r. 101., y.r. 60, ..... proeeee 4 Ds widem 
gr. 5i.. y.r. Si. 48 “gr. 5l., fe d ts 651., By Stimson & ene. ee 
nd, “wt. “42h yrs, g.r. St, Richmond. —Warrington-rd., f.g. rents ; iy X12 ditto cee 
ni, _Abbeyfiek 2 aS ole 240 reversion in 7O YrB....cc.ccccsicsseseevesesesesasvenes 1455 Brixton. od a 63, acest ee f, oe and 1,480 16x8 ditto... 
Rotherbithe. —73, Hawkestone-rd., u.t. 38 yrs., 165 By Prorneror & Morris. as PP peo €, ~ ate a ee yre., = "e. 5 22x10 best ‘blue 
g.r. 3i,, W.r. = 4s... 21. 10s., w.r. 331. 16s, 170 ~=—s- Loughton, x.—Uplands Park-av.,9 plots, f. 630 lll, 68., e. and w.r. OM ices 40) outlines 
4, Old-rd., 0 oy — a y A. Creu. Guimwape. oe feck ber eon th.—$5 % a, = Gabriel -st., ut. a 
By Heney Henpaeies +8 4 Hadleigh, Saftolk. Meadow and arable lanc “9 Ts Fe ee A 
Northfield, Warwick.—South-rd., f.g. rents74l., 1285 33a. 37,13 pr fe ceeecsecene 310 Pluck ey r 88, 92, = Westcomie- a 
onan PMR ath cree a Se Sh nald Bs . +s aur 
South nat. ae Ln reversion in él yrs. 1,050 By y sone Barston, Pein Wandsworth,—21, Ringford-rd.,f., w.r, 411. 12s, $4 Best plain vol v0 
South-rd., two enclosures, 7 a. 0 r. 2i p., 4 — Worse, Pad ere ea a St 1,565 June 28.—By C. Raw.er Cross & Co. ing (per er 
Cock-la., fz. 121, reversion in 98 yrs.......... 300 iW a. Sr. 1h pf annna ie Ealing.— 8, Waldeat nd ut. 73 dees ae r. 101, -_ Hip and Val 
Ry GENES enae 5 BE, oe ana 9.F. SEL..s00... , Pty 
4 _ f Garth sane Seorton, Yorks.—Five fields, ‘ a, T. ... “ iii Beat 
; Llantwit Vardre, ae Part o 6,495 J 25.—By Kis ut, Frank, & Rerier. ow, Ke Lanonioon & urna 39 nee 1000) ..... suiai( 
7 er Wilic s* cidtentbhcebbenciconthhnestubenca — une — 2 4 — . - 
| Fa ata Ba a evr Ww "TE gale eA Hp poe nal of 8, Mado, Men"Jamen Hina nd 9 2 Tors 
ESE I a ee a “pre = u.t. 10 yrs. se © 9 Bsn eT o oa ¥2 
Peniline ‘Glam. —Pasture, 8a.3 r. 32 p., f. ...... wt By P. Ww. it t Co. LAS, 1,000 ) 
: i - Ims and one acre, f....... doz. 
By Dittey, Sox, & Reap. Sydenham.— “Jews wall, lLg.r. 661. 15s., u.t. 354 oss Goring, Oxon, thet stig Hh * peng Se Beat a r 
% ‘ og Ws Ths Bi ckicciicdcsstcces, pbldcincivea eats kote 7 brind 
alent er ee ae $i ee Freperice Warman. oand-rent Ler for leasehold ground. sont Lg.z. for Reber oss 
26 p Peecnewenaeneses cus sstocensessooees , poe Hi hg 
Lite 'Stangiton, Beds.—Hili Farm, 147 a. 2.300 siege Park. “ 108, hp apron rd., u.t. 290 Hag nite at p yy nah toe leasehold ; p.for fim 90. Ornamente 
17 _ tessencenseumaresesactarsaracces = 54 yrs., g.r. & y.r. Swe veercecdccescsevecess s 7 ; wor. for ‘weekly r dos 
Keysoe, i vds.—-House, cottage, and 64 : : 1,710 By 8. & G. Krxastox. ‘Yates ce ype ior Sor eatemated seat for yearly arg "atone 
Hi Pend ok Northants.—Four closes of pean, =. Spalding, Lines.—Four farms, etc., 272 acres, f. a u.t. for unexpired ‘term ; p.o. for per annum bt for 
Da. 2r.1p., f. wd By Dreweatt & Warsor. 1.330 years; la. 7 plnge; ter. fr terrace - for crescent; BuILpim 
Raunds, Northants. —Farm and cottage, 77 a. 1.250 Newbury, ——— ceenge bee Saeeem, . ett rg UE tna for ue: yd. for ; gr. for Deals: best 3in. 
Or. - Chieveley, Berks.—Westw o! Cottage, f. i 8 gardens ; Ag 
P Farm ped three fields, 105 a. Or. 31 p., f.. 1,670 ‘ 5 Mabini Bo: Uhibaiea die grove; b.h. for beerhouse ; p. ‘for publi by 9 noes 
Catworth, Hunts.—Charch Farm and two : By Sexror Brock Farm offices ; s. for shops; ct. for co Deals: " 
fields, 194 a. 0 r. 20 p., f. aa j 3,520 ~, Stonhem. a — Sporles , 50 ates 
a. SF. a . ™ a 
By GRIMLEY & So - Mendlesham, ti. —Green Farm, 60 a. Sethennt best 24 
Dalsall Heath, Wores.—Edward-rd., f.g. rents 54 We hes cede 1,020 RIALS. 
ma > on: np Seedeoevess anccccpusateuesvucte 
ee By Haxrrom & Boss PRICES CURRENT OF MATE soiree 
ety "Warwick.—59 to 65 (oda), y Pitt Entate, 500 acres, f. 11,508 Battens: second 
Bishop-st., and Queen’s Head p.h., u.t. a Witham, Essex.— » ‘i. 2 in, by in. an 
\ yrs., g.r. lil. 1s., y. and w.r. 1291. 6s. 730 June 26.—By H. J. Bromuey. i 1° Orr aim in this lit ito give as far an posable, ts 2 in, by 44 in. | 
Handsworth, Staffs.—170 to 188 (even), Antro- Lee —267, High-rd., u.t. 45yrs,, g.r. 161. er. 601, 200 average peices of materials, not necessarily fact Foreign Sawn B 
bus-rd., u.t. 82 yrs., g.r. 221., w.r. 1461. 5s... = Forest Hill.—9, Northwood- rd., u.t. 89 y¥rs., Bit Quality and, quam tity obviously affect ogee Spel Lin, and 1} in 
Shirley, Warwick.—Union-rd., Hopedale, f...... = g.r, — 6s., y.r. 331. “< which yo remembered by those who make . 
June 21.—By H. & R. L. Cons. y Dyer, Sox, & Seen, this information, W 9s cscccoconscnsl 
Hoo St. Werburgh, Kent.—Sharnal-st. Farm, a ia Bastehean. ~2, George-la., u.t. 23 yrs., @.T. 10 BRICKS, &c. Bp meer Bh 
SOD 0. Be. WD pig Les sst Siac Rchademitecae Lae LLL, YoPs SEB. ose sees cee ecessenenncsssensceess a Per 1000 Abingaita, in River. gad Second... 
By Ferris & Puckripér. Silv adeoe, 668 to 88, 4 to 100 (even), Oriental- =10 nt ins BY EC Small then 
y FeRni: - 7 wee. rd., u.t. 644 yrs., g.r. 76l., w.r. 3801.. ‘ eit Bh DUNNE icc siccicsvcotnsccensas enopecdeeds 4 10 0 i 
whaerra Py Tae atk a tk : K, ut, 45 yrs, Picked Stocks for Pacings ...ccevsssssesesssesee Small timber 
e.F. Hae VA Tho cscciiense 350 Blackheath.—1, Vanbrugh Par > & > y “ 100 t. Swedish balks 
Cricklewood.—375 and 375a, Chapter-rd., el Ws BURig Wiielicaoiastascctescsasubioiemeccousiarsduanek Per 1000, Delivered at Railway Depd ee Pitch-pine timh 
87 yrs., g.r. 71. 68, 8d., w.r, 531, 6s. ...... 225 By Epwix Fox, Boverte.p, Buranerrs, & Za. a. _ 8. Yeustes 
By Sxtitow & Gou.pen. BADDELEY. as 1.1890 Fiettons........... . 180 af So oe manos $15 0 White Sea: ff 
Clapton.—50, 52, and 54, Eldertield-rd., f., we | “on og — = (1) of PA MGORE ‘oo i $12 0 Do, Bullnose 400 3 in, by ai 
yr. 961 Re ee Re EO aD GEN ma ,165 8, Little James-st. (s.), f., y. haat aerate at 70 aiccedsiiinedeos 6 Stou bridge 3 in. by 9 im 
seth ersion in 60 yrs. ... 200 Bow.—179, Bow-rd. (5), €.5 Yul. BBL... csserccsseeees ony Best Red Pressed Best Stour tens, 2h 
Glenarm - . - r. 9 _ sani in 60 yrs 6, Addington- rd. + u.t. 344 yrs., g.r. 41. 10s., p. = Buabon Facing 5 0 0 Fire Bricks .. 0 0 PPro: wollen 
y i OPLIS ARDING 24. 'T lins- iy 4 2 oi . 
Pimlico. —215 to 223 (odd), Ebury-st. (s.), u.t. Wanstead. ~C Flstlinn Park, Pembroke Lodge, g Guazep Baicks eee Siw ¢ eleeisial 
134 yrs., g.r. 1261., >: 3701. “Sai wt 1,280 Ps asnesn concasonkonsadeonsnunstenephtnssindeatanienerseise 500 Beet White, pee Sates — Third yellow 
sJermond .—Spa-rd., Lg. rents 282l., u. b , - E 
rj on ye, Pr. 5 ; also 133, 134, and 135, & ; By I. See ageay e Be Gizd.Str’tch’rs 11 7 6 Ends ..... sess 1717 6 te 
Grange-rd., u.t. 4} yrs., g.r. I8l., y.r. 1271. 785 ashe peony u.t. 67 yrs., g.r. 225  ##Headers............ 1017 6 Two ae 1817 6 Petrus @ 
Sl. oo YF. 1 eee ee reer meneerseraeeserene® Prcorvecceres one neeeeeene - y 
By T. B. Westacortr & Sons. B re Parvs. & Laveen: pany yy re 1417 6 Splays & Squints 16 7 6 3 in. by ll i 
Camden Town.—l5, Sandall-rd., u.t. 48 yrs., sniaa West Wiekham, Kent.—I and 2, Laurie-villas, D'ble Stretchers 16 17 6 ae Bes by 
g.r. 6l., y.r. 421. A Ste ag meee ONS sere wl were Tea 6S oc Re 420 a ity £1 10s. per 1000 less than best. attens ... 
® , SAO eee ochre NEA Secon Qual y pe Seccnd yello 
Kentish Town.—154 and 160, Malden-rd. (6), Tivctapeies weet 140 re cond 
u.t. 54 CPs Ti PAs TE sits bacictecnteiinscee 755 2, 2. casera 
a, Wellesley-rd., u.t. 54 yrs., gar. 5l., yor. BH. coal By J. C. Prart. Thames and Pit Sand ......... 8 9 per yard, delivers’ Betton : 
By Kaiour, Frank, & Rerurr, spay Yh ena ey oe Be per ton, Third yellow 
Kincardine, Perthshire, — Fourteen Farms, —— Bt in 58 ye gecremmee ay re apne 370 Ground Wine Linwiiens te 6 Do. $ im. b 
©., 2,068 a PEM". 58, ridge-rd., c.g.r. 5l. 58., re . eee Best 
etc., 2,06 ser res, 86, Bridge-rd. (s.), €., YT. MOL. occcc ee cceeeseeee 450 Nors—The cement or lime is ‘ids of the wee 
y Bipwe.. & Sows. Fulham. —Margravine- gdns., f. g. rents 601., ordinary charge for sacks. a ‘ 
Littleport, Cambs.—Pasture and arable land, ites FOVETSION iM 84 YTR......0.000.c0ceercncsreeseererseese 1,340 Grey Stone Lime ........... 13s, Od, per yard delivere:. First white ¢ 
443 a. 37. 25 p., snisoee otekdlbnan 15,702 *hiswick.—The Avenue, f.g. rents 471., rever- i i. Stourbridge Fireclay in sacks 27s. 0d. per ton at rly dp. b  S . 
By T. W. Gaze ei meni: shams tm BOF EO oc sscinciiavccvase saveresrenrence sateeas oo es pet 
Diss Heywood, Norfolk.—Lower see 94 a. Fielding-rd., f.¢.r. 201., reversion in 83 yrs.... iain . : 
i. 35 p., Lend c * —_ By Knieut, Frank, & Rutwey. tau STONE, Sittens - 
By G. B. Hin LIARD & Son. : ~ Boston, Lincs.—Ingram Estate, 524 acres, f.... 30,9! Per Ft. Cube. aa Pitch-pine a 
Chelmsf< R Essex.—Pasture land, 6 ac res, f. 5 “ Stowe — delivered on road wage d. nder 2 in, 
Gt. Bad len, Essex.—Six farms, 20a, | 2r. 20 p» By Extiorr & Sons, : 1.180 Paddington Depot... rept antares eae) ML Yellow Pine— 
f . 7,537 Brighton.—57, Gardner-st. (s), f., y.r. S01. ...... 620 Do. do. delivered on road. ‘waggons, Nine Eims " Oddments , 
Arable and pasture, 36 a. 2r. 30 Rag ltimertitnns 1,070 101, Chureh-st. (s, Vp Bey Jods Mb. cceesreseeerssrerees aioe Depot 1 8 Seconds, reg 
Two building plots, f. ........ 580 2 to 12, Preeces- buildings, f., w.r. 1191. 6s... cos Oddmente. 
Lower Green, seven yon S spasideaatcaiiiad 300 34 os § 4 3 orate’ a w.r. 621. 8s...... 13) PORTLAND Stowe (20 ft. average)— Kauri Pine 
Woodh: F , Essex asture, ll a. 3 r. 3, Kew-s' w.F. BBb, Be.....000,..4 hivdbeedsdeac pions 0 on and St 
8p. “tL — 230 6, Crown-gdns., f., w.r. 201. 168................. ; 145 we heknesage, 1 berg pi ~ Raves . of lane, a 
High Ongar, Essex. —Faggs ‘Farm, 6a. Sr. aso 24, ey ss -rd. ; 26 and 27, Regent-st., f. » ¥- anc - omy When? 2 z ne 
5 pe 7 semecesoupyredeoventnressr.amipenemmersbecnamnepynseens5 is Ge as Gi ciivcsigsesaminbaeaea in teanted acca 110 White B deliv i] on i ainscot ’ 
June 22.—By S. & G. Kixasrow, #1, Vino-at., fa, wr. 16%, U8e....... Paddington t, Nine Elms Dep6 2 4 Dry, Wainscot 
} Sutton Bridge, ete., Lincs. — Agri ultural ; June 27,—By H. J. Bise &8 ws. Pimlico Wharf tin — 
, estate, 706 acres, Re aa ae mes 39,630 Bethnal Green.—35, 37, and 39, Buckhurst-st. ; Per Ft, Cube, delivered at Railway Depdt. iano 
; scritt & Barre... 61 and 63, Cudworth- st., f., w.r. 1741. 10s... 800 a. e a. 
se mang oda), Tower Hamlets. 8. » De 
: Grantham, Lincs, — Accommodation land, Forest Gate.—93 to 105 ( a ), To Tet tee 390 Ancaster in blocks. 110 Closeburn Bed 0 Selected. F 
i 76 ROROR, £. .....<sssssecegnrneronsencnsovostcenniseunsuntnds 5,730 rd., ee Fi » &-F. 141., w.r. - hosgaeag % Beer in blocks i. aie Freestoue ......++ esinck 
Jane 24.—By Brate & Capps Shoreditch — 501 AAG GA OF FRies Be 270 in blocks 110 Red Mansfield a Walnut 
' ane 55.— ° hs iti PR, MM isicscsniivisoiatimnidisivesivcichaiveise bps 
Camberwell.—Acorn-st., f.g.r. 8l., reversion on - ey vied see aga in o 4 ry: , te 
in 79 yrs. FH PP CHa ET HOTS TEA EDESEEECOS OD RSS See reseeereree eenrees i in OTA A V 
Croydon. —Grange-rd., Woodside, u.t. 92 yrs, Camberwell 8 ty ‘46 (even), Dowlas-st., f., Corsehill Stone .. 
CB. Tag Ws Ths shsivnsstiteiitoriioeeasiddlieckads ads 100 Wah. BOT MOOS a. csiisidssiivasicctadbasask sbdeces 845 cy < iis alicaissniniacins saa 
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STONE (Continued). 


Torx groxe Reve pot Oth dear Dents. s 4. 





“oil aig 
r Ft. Super., Delivered at Railway 
4 in, sawn two sides landings to sizes ( 








‘ft. super)... 
6 1 rubbed two sides ditto, ditto .. 


sin, sawn two sides ( 


random si sizes)... 
2 in. to 24 in. sawn one side slabs (random sizes) 


|; in, to? in, ditto, ditto. 
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Harp Babs“ 


Ft. Cube, Delivered at Railway Same. 
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Scap ist conden 
Pper Ft, Su Delivered at Railway 
é in, sawn two ‘Janding to sizes ( under 40 
super.) 
bbed two sides ditto 
$ in, sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) 
2 in, self-faced random flags 
SLATES. 
Por 1000 of Tend of Setting Deptt. 
In, In. a & bh 
20x10 best uae” 20 x 10bestEur’ka 
ye POL; 
pee . 1317 6 Sat tes 
pa x 
mni0ista Bar iy 18 0 0 168 ditto 
WX 12 dittO reve 1315 0 @®xl10permanent 
Het Aaa os 75 0 Bay Be aegeaae 
gp te Bas ee 1212 6 16 x8 ditto......... 
6x8 ditto... 6128 6 
TILES, 
At Ber vated Depot. ‘ 
5 8. 
Best plain sol sacl Best ‘* Hartshill”* 
ae | (per re! saath 0 brand, plain sand- 
ay Sony eee faced (per 1000) 
gene, Discs 2 ae 
Beat ley (per 1000) ..... iinbesioadues 
pee 0 Do. 
Do, Ornamental(per , ITE 
a 6 Hip (per doz.) 
Hip and Valley Valley 
(per St) ~~ 4 0 Staffords. 
Beat bon Reds or 
brown, or ipee ee) 
(Edw’ds)(perl000) 57 6 and-made 
ee faced (per } 
detdoncogeetonbend 0 Vaheptror de, 
“tpt da) 40 Vv 
y(perdoz.) 3 @ 
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2 in. by in, and 2 in, by 6 in, .. 
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lin, and 1} in, by 7 im, .......000 
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Jomgrs’ Woop, 
White Sea: first yellow deals, 
3 im, by UE beh cicicediuossesasans 
3 in. by 8 im, a aiisescinceonsinie . 2210 
Battens,24 in.and 3in, by7in, 17 0 
Second ye low deals,3in. byllin, 19 0 
Sin. by 9in, 18 0 
Battens, 24 in, — y Ag ~ 14 0 
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1} in, and $ Wie vi 0 
ee ys in, 11 10 
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WOOD (Continued), 
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AORN ERROR eRe eRe nneeeeenene 
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vanised.... tee — 
"(And u wards, according to size and gauge.) 


Sheet Iron B 
eee 


Sheet | Iron, Gal 
Ordii 


oO sweeeneneree 


Ordinary sizes to 20 g. ............ 


” » 22g.and24g.19 0 
20 10 


” 26 g. . seronsoceee 
Sheets— 





Qo. 
@:', 
0 
Galvanised Corrugated 
vm sizes, 6ft. to Sft.2g.15 0 0. 
yee ” Weandwg. 15 5 0. 
DEB. sscdeis-te ieig 0. 
Best Soft Steel Sheets 6 fi. by 3 ft. 
to 3 ft. to 20 g. and thicker..,... e. 
Beat Both Steel ag. ike. 1310 0 , 
» 26 2 - ae 
Cut Naila, 3 in. to 6 in. 0 
Under 3 in usual ike ued” 
amen) 
Laap—Ghoot, English, Gb. andup % 
Pipe im COIS ......ceserereeeeeeeres 
Bat] Pipe ....crccoressrssseseerseoneceesee : 
COMPO PIPO .....ccceceresereecserseres 25 
Zin In casks of 10 cwt. 
Vielle Montagne .........60000.00008 $3 15 


POOR eee e eee eeeenanonerenanereanee 





Corrrr— 
Strong Sheet. ............-+ perib, 0 1 0 
Thin i suincaieiieeouens 
Copper nails..... doveenenseeed ” 
Copper wire ........... eversne 
Brass— 
Strong Sheet ...........0.+ ” 
SEE: cise bs ashahienaressuneen ” 
Tin—English Ingots......... . 
ee cones n 
Blowpipe  .....c..s00s-« wree | @ 





OILS, &. 
Raw Linseed Oil in waanaavin 
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. » » oe a 
Turpentine in barrels ........ tienen 


Lead, Dry .......00ssserveeeeseeeree 
Best Linseed Oil Putty sccostececee 
Stockholm 
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Superfine Pale Elastic Oak oeeseeneeencereceerasene 
Pine Extra Hard Church Oak .cccerssecsereessenes 
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VARNISHES, &c. (Continued). Per gallon. 
ine Hard-drying Oak, for seate of z. * - 

vls 
Fine Elastic Carriage 012 0 
Superfine Pale Elastic Carriage ..,.....:-<s<«s++ 016 0 
Fine Pale + Sa Sane BE hocidadinanentade ow 0 
Finest Pale COGN .coccoscsccessscrenesnee ol 0 
Extra Pale French Oil 11986 
Ley Plating Varnish ................« neniag 01 0 
ite Pale Enamiel................c0s0ss0eses0 eevee 140 
Extra Pale a 012 0 
Best Japan Size 010 6 
Oak snd Maheoen Stain 9 % 9 
— y Stain ........00000 wiigecsanine ose 
Knotting 9 10 : 
French and Brush Polish ..........ccsccccsececeseee 010 6 





TO CORRESPONDENTS. 


NOTE.—All communications with respect to literary 
ani artistic matters should be addressed 3 “THE 
ED{(TOK” (and not to any person by name); those 
relating to advertisements and other enshustvaly 
business matters should be addressed to “ THE 
PUBLISHER,” and not to the Editor. 

All communications must be authenticated by the 
name and address of the sender, whether for publica- 
tion or not. No notice can be taken of anouymous 
communications. 

The responsibility of signed articles, letters, and 
a read at meetings rests, of course, with the 
authors, 

We cannot undertake to retarn rejected communi- 
cations; and the Editor cannot be responsible for 
drawings, ES manuscripts, or other docu- 
ments, or for models or samples, sent to or left at this 
office, unless he has specially asked for them. 

All drawings sent to or left at this office for con- 
sideration should bear the owner's name 
on either the face or back of the drawing. Delay and 
inconvenience may result from inattention to this, 

Any commission to a contributor to write an article, 
or to execute or lend a drawing for publication, is given 
subject to the approval of the arti or drawing, when 
received, by the Editor, who retains the right to reject 
it if- unsatisfactory. The receipt by the author of a 
proof of an article in type does not necessarily imply its 
= tance. 

.—IDlustrations of the First Premiated Design in 
p. important architectural = ition will always be 
accey td for publication b he Editor tor, whether they 
have been formally asked for i ak 





TENDERS. 


Communications for insertion under this heading 
should be addressed to “ The ar and must reach 
us not later than 6 p.m. on Wednesday. [N.B.—We 
ome ubhish — unless authentica’ either by 

architect or the building owner; and we cannot 
oablish announcements of Tenders ted unless the 
amount of the Tender is stated, nor any in which the 
lowest Tender is under 100i. unless in some exceptional 
cases and for special reasons. | 

* Denotes accepted. t Denotes provisionally accepted. 





BIRMINGHAM.—For alterations and repairs to 
property in Argyle-street. Mr. W. F. Edwards, archi- 
tect, 1, Newhall-street, Birmingham :— 

F. Price, Burbury street, Birmingham’... £355 

BITTERNE. — For Bitterne Manor sewerage. 
Messrs. Weston & Burnett, architects, surveyors, and 
valuers, 24, Portland-street, Southampton :-— 

ContractI. Contract I. 
meg? aaa Sewers. 


Kirk & Randall ............... ae + 
i MRO cvticcnnseticcweasnsee ; oo iodine 2,487 
ra . Se oe ee 
Osman & Co... _ i eee 2,224 
J. Douglas, ‘Portswood 

Park, Southampton* - 3,565 deesenii 1,953 





COVENTRY. —For erection of a dairy in Swan-lane. 
Mr. W. F. Edwards, architect, 1, ‘Newhall-street, 
Birmingham :-— 

J. Dallow & Sons, Blackheath, Birmingham* £4,640 


HALESOWEN.—For erection of a house at Cake- 
more. Mr. W. F. Edwards, architect, 1, Newhall-street, 
Birmingham :— 

J. Harper & Sons, Blackheath, Birmingham® £454 8 


KILBU BN.—For dwellin Malvern. road, Kilburn, 
for the London and North-Western Railway. Messr-. 
Joseph & Smithem, architects and surveyors, 83, Queen - 
street, Cheapside :— 

F. G. Minter .... . £8,424 | W. Lawrence & Sons £7,979 
G. Godson & Sons... 8,158 | Miskin & Sons, Ltd. 7,780 
Ashby & Horner...... 8,156 | G. E. Wallis & Sons, 
Holloway Bros. ...... 8,150 BRE ccucsexcshkemene S998 
We DOWN scstinsese 8,087 


LONDON, —For “alterations and < decoration at SM, 
Guildford-street, W.C., for the General Federation of 
Trade Unions. Mesars. Sa & Smithem, architects, 
84, Queen -street, Chea: — 

Bovis & Co., Ltd. £1, Waddington 


2 & Kingerlee BORE cnt £1,275 15 
BOR. ....2reee . 1365 0 Senecal & Co = Lz 0 


LONDON. —For al alterations ‘and additions at 45, 
Edwardes-square, Kensington, W., for Mr. Ernest 
George cyte Messrs. Joseph & Smithem, architects, 





83, Queen ey 
Beane Co., Ita. cael Downs ..........4 £2,236 
C.D. Pee ckcsmens 

LONDON. — For painting, ¢ » ete., at the 
Caledonian-road, road, ometenh. .. 
Kentish Town, nc gr oe Furnival’s Inn, and 
square (Hi fire-stations, for the Booey os 
County i nad 3 
J. Grover & Son...... £419 0 | Marchant, praise 
Triggs & Co. .....<.. 450 a OR — ae ° 

Lole & Co, 0 2380 


& Sons se 0} 
: Architect’ estimate om with the tenders 
{The * ee te compari wit 
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LONDON.—For enla 


ing the County Secondary 


ene Peckham, for the * Neo sny Council :— 
riggs & Co... £5,380 11) W. FP. Blay, Ltd. £4,904 ° 
Geet & Se WGN ca cinnach 4.974 
“~— cots 5,901 19 5| W. J. Dickens... 4,836 ° 
G. Parker & W. Smith & 
Sons 5,986 001 Bom .....cccrse0s.i 4,725 0 
Ww King & Son 5,068 00 


[The Architect’s pe Bed comparable with the tenders 
is £4,740, } 


LONDON.—For heating work at the Redvers-street 
School, Hoxton, for the London County Council :— 
B. Harlow & Son £677 0 0 , J. Yetton & Co., 


G. Davis 656 0 0 pT RNR Ss BE ES £539 0 0 
Cannon & Hefford 39700]P 2 : . wkar & 
V. G. Cannon & 534 00 


Sons, Ltd. 
Tilley Bros. 
Brightside Foun- 

dry & Engineer- 

ing Co., Ltd. 


HJ. Cash & Go., 
pbs std. .. 5400 
a E. Bradley 527 00 
549 00 
LONDON.—For painting, cleaning, etc., at the 


Kensington, Battersea, Chelsea, and Herne Hill fire- 
stations, for the London County Council :— 





Higgs & Hill, Ltd...... £2280 | W. Read hanseungeceeeee 

W. Johnson & Co., Triggs & Co......... 247 

FO RRS. 276) J. & C. Bowyer, Ltd. 234 

axwell Bros., Ltd.... 267 | J. Garrett & Son .. 183 

| The Are hitect’s estimate comparab je with the tenders 
is £194 28. 10d.) 

LONDON. — For inting, cleaning, ete., at the 


Lewisham, Plumstead, West Norwood, Peckham-road, 

Tooley-street, and Kennington fire-stations, for the 
London County Council : 

G. Parker & Sons ... £525 0| J. Marsiand & Sons £448 0 
J.& C. Bowyer, Ltd. 4980) W. Akers & Co., 

Higgs & Hill, Ltd 4780| Ltd. 397 4 
The Architect's estimate « -omparable with the ‘mas 

is £437 4s. 6d.) 


LONDON, — For cleaning, painting, ete., at the 
Bethnal Green, Bishopsgate, Burdett-road, Kingsland, 
Millwall, Shadwell, Wapping, Bartholomew-close, 
Hackney-road, Tower-hill and Triangle (Hackney) fire- 
stations, for the London County Council :— 


J. Marsland & Sons £691 0!F.&T. Thorne ... £515 0 


Ashby & Horner 586 10 | McCormick & Sons, 
Vigor & Co. se. O86 15 Ltd. 488 15 
[The Architect's estimate comments with the tenders 
is £636 5s. 10d, 


LON DON.—For electric lighting at the new Shooter's 
Hill fire-station, for the London County Council :— 
J. Bryden & Sons £252 10| Pinching & Walton... £180 
Barlow Bros. & Co. 193 0| A. Hawkins & Sons 171 


LON DON.— For minor improvements at the Silwood- 
street School, Rotherhithe, for the London County 
Council 


J. Garrett & Son £2,568 0 0 | Lole & Co. . £2,388 8 1 
Thomas & Edge 2,48500/G. Parker & 

H. Groves 2/470 0 0 Sons ... 2,105 0 0 
H. L. Holloway 2.390 0 0} 


LONDON.—For extension of the water supply to 
the bathing-lake and bowling-green in Brock well Park, 
for the London County Council :— 
H. & C. Davis & Co., Ltd........ . £113 12 6 
SR 8 ae. |S. 
A, Conway? sitiabvamennade 68 15 0 
+ Incomplete 


LONDON.—For extension of the water supply at 
Peckh am Rye Park, for the London County Council :— 
H. & C. Davis & | A. Conway ......... £52 36 

Co., Ltd. £71 00|R. Harding &Son 51 50 
Ww atson & Ellwood 58 12 0} 


LONDON.—For the supply of crushing rolls, screens, 
ind elevators.at the Battersea Bridge and Leven-road, 
Poplar, permanent way depéts for the London County 
Council :— 

E. Allen & Co , Ltd. 


£1,289 
Mechan & Sona, Ltd. ; 


1,211 
LONDON.—For erection of guards for shafting, etc., 
at Greenwich Generating-Station, for the London 
County Council :— 
Prices, including 
an Additional 
Sum of £20. 
. £545 12 6 
387 12 6 
373 13 6 


Hunter & English, Ltd. ...... ; 
St. Pancras Iron Works Co., L + ee 
Rownson, Drew, & Clydesdale, Ltd. 
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LONDON.—For the sub-structure of offices in Great 
St. Helens, for the St. Helens Estates, Ltd. Mesars. 


Joseph & Smithem, architects, 83, Queen-street, 
Cheapside :— 

Foater & Dicksoe ...:......--c.cscserecssese £6,797 16 weeks 
Moss & Sons.................. seaakananmbewaiics 6,446 20 weeks. 
W. Do {ors 11 weeks. 

‘ i) Rarererrrrerrrrrrr rT ererrtrrr rts 5,973 17 weeks. 
Trollope & Coils. .....:.s-ccssosecesscaseeseee 5,919 11 weeks. 
J. Greenwoods Ltd. ........ccccccecceeeeees 5,807 16 weeks, 
Ws CINE BEN isa vascdccntnnndasencssmeces 5,760 14 weeks 
Holloway Bros,, Ltd..............c0c1csee 5,690 4 months. 
Ashby & Horner..............6:ccccseseceeees 5,498 16 weeks, 
Dove Bros... Litdeici.c...ccccccceccceseacssees nessa 2) weeks, 

MOULTON,—For dining -room gee dermite Moul- 
ton Grammar School, for Governors. Mr. W, H.H. 


Davis, architect. Quantities by the architect ;— 
Stapleton & Co. £496 8 9 | Bore..............5...... £380 0 
LAWS 2.0... ..0.0000 10°0 | Langley & So 

Bateman & Son 410 00] Wilkinson & oo 329 10 





Baker & Brett ... 398 16 0 
PINCHBECK WEST.—For alterations, etc., at the 
oo of England Schools, for the Ma rs. Mr. 
. H. Davis, P.A.S.1., architeet, 6, Dou be-sivent 
bE ag = uantities by Mr. W. H. it. ‘Davis, P.A.S.1. 
(ate R. H. Hand), 6, Double-street, Spalding, and at 

2, York-row, Wisbech :— 

Clifton & Son .. £142 10 | Leafe & Son ......... £100 0 
Mounts .........cavee 114 5} Darby, Boston* .. 88 0 

RIES | 





SOUTHAMPTON.—For additions to Bitterne 


Schools. Messrs. Weston & Burnett, architects, South- 

umpton :— 

Dew & Sons ...... £950 0 0] Hale Bros.......... £918 0 0 

Jenkins & Sons... 9850 0 | Ings.................. 948 8 
haw & Son... 933 0 0| A. Fry, Bitterne 

J. Nichol & Co.... 930 9 11 Park, South- 

J. Franklin & Co. 924 7 01 weet srl wenanaie 9130 6 


WALTHAMSTOW. ee whed ehereitens: ete., for 
the Education Committee. Mr. H. Prosser, Architect 
to the Education Committee :-— 


Alterations and Additions, New Heating Chambers, etc., 
Queen’s-road Schools, 


Webb & Co......... £1,346 010. J. Charlton ... #1,118 0 
J. W. Maddison 1,197 0|)Wood & Co, 
aes & Son 1,176 0 Walthamstow? 74 15 


1,136 0 
} Acceptance deferred. 


Alterations and Additions to Blackhorse-road Schools, 


. Dean 





Bi, GeO sisincces . £850 0} O. J. Chariton ...... £762 0 
Hammond & Son... 849 0} W. J. Maddison...... 665 0 
Webb & Co............. 837 0 | Wood & Co............. 5847 
J. & J. Daa iccseices 817 0 








d.d, ETRIDGE, J* 


SLATE MERCHANTS. LTD 


EXPERTS IN 


SLATING, 
TILING. 


BEST WORK ONLY. 





Telephone 2685 Wall, or write— 


Bethnal Green Slate Works, 


BETHNAL GREEN, LONDON, E. 


Alterations to Caretaker’s House, William RBiiiot 
Whittingham School, ; 

A, G. Barton......... £189 : F. Clayton..i:.,...... £138 

% Seabee 140 5| Fuller & Son® 135) 

J. & J. Dean......... 7 O16. BE Pane faves 135 4 
[ All of Walthamstow. | 

Additional Cloakroom Accommodation, Mark) ous-roa4 

iris’ School. 

F. Clayton ............ £96 0} A. @. Barton ass . LR 

sin... % O1J. Sands ae 

TE BOR. scvsiiasss 89 ©| Puller & Son* 75 0 
[All of Walthamstow. } 








' . Ham Hill Stone. 
Doulting Stone. 
Portiand Stone. 


The Ham Hill and Doulting Stone Co., Limited 


(incorporating the Ham Hill Stone Oo. and C. Trask & Son, 
The Douiting Stone Co.). 


Norton, Stoke-under-Ham, Somerset. 
London Agent:—Mr. E. A. Williams, 
16, Craven-street, Strand. 





Asphalte._The Seyssel and Metallic Lava 
5 oe Co. (Mr. H. Glen), Office, 42, Poultry, 
C.—The best and cheapest materials for damp 
courses, railway arches, warehouse floors, flat 
roofs, stables, cow-sheds and milk-rooms, gran- 
aries, tun-rooms, and terraces. Asphalte Con- 
tractors to Forth Bridge Co. T.N. 2644 Central. 





SPRAGUE & CO.’S, Ltd., 
“INK-PHOTO” PROCESS, 
69 and 70, DEAN STREET, 
SOHO, W. 





Telephone : DALSTON 123 

OGILVIE & GO, #5. et. 22 

Amhurst Works, DALSTON LANE, N.E. 
EXPERTS IN HIGH-CLASS JOINERY. 


ESTIMATES 


ALTERATIONS AND DECORATIONS.**:::::' 





ASPHALTE 


For Horizontal and Vertical Damp Courses. 
For Flat Roofs, Basements, and other Floors. 





The best materials and workmanship are supplied by 


rene Asphalte 


Whose name and address should be inserted in al! 


specifications. 


For estimates, quotations, and all information 
Apply at the Offices of the Company, 


5, LAURENCE POUNTNEY HILL, 


CANNON STREET, E.C. 





Cures in 19 cases out of 20. 
oe Write to-day for Ilustrated Catalogue Free to 


EWART & SON Ltd. 


346-350, Euston Road, London, N.W. 
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